
Lewis, Josh 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lewis, Josh 
Tuesday, July 02, 2013 9:38AM 
Cheung, Kerry (Schatz) 

Subject: Re: Municipal Waste Combustor MACT rule 

Hi Kerry, 

I'll give you a call later today ... need a bit more info from you and then will be able to track down the correct technical 
staffer here. 

Josh 

From: Cheung, Kerry (Schatz) 
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2013 4:47:28 PM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: Municipal Waste Combustor MACT rule 

Josh, 

I was wondering if you could direct me to someone who could answer some questions on MACT rules for Municipal 
Waste Combustors. 

Thanks, 

Kerry Cheung, PhD 
Congressional Fellow 
Office of Senator Brian Schatz 
722 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Follow Senator Schatz on Twitter & Facebook 
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Lewis, Josh 

From: 
Sent: 

Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [Diane_Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov] 
Monday, April 15, 2013 11:36 AM 

To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Great, thank you. 

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:32 AM 
To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Arvin Ganesan and Laura Vaught (both from EPA's Office of Congressional Affairs) will be joining Gina. You can use my 
#s below if there are any last minute changes. Thank you. 

Josh Lewis 
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations 

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April15, 2013 11:24 AM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Yes, that is correct- 722 Hart. Please let me know if there will be anyone else joining Ms. McCarthy in the meeting. 
Additionally, please also send the best contact number for that day, should there be any last minute schedule changes. 

Thank you, 
Diane 

Diane Miyasato 
Scheduler 
Office of Senator Brian Schatz 

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:22 AM 
To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) 
Cc: Huang, Cindy 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

4/22 at 3:30 works. See you then. Hart 722, right? 

Josh Lewis 
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations 

fK_;l~ 
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From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 10:49 AM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Hi Josh-

Thanks for getting back to me. How does Monday, April22 at 3:30pm look for Ms. McCarthy's schedule? That time 
works well for the Senator. 

Thank you, 
Diane 

Diane Miyasato 
Scheduler 
Office of Senator Brian Schlltz 

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@eoa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April15, 2013 10:10 AM 
To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina Mccarthy 

Hi Diane, 

We're going to look to early next week for a date/time. Gina's pretty open on Monday 4/22 ... she could do any time 
before 11 am, from 12-1:30, or after 3 pm. 

Josh Lewis 
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations 

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2013 8:52AM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

No problem, Josh. Thanks for getting back to me. 

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2013 8:51 AM 
To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina Mccarthy 

Hi Diane, 
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Thanks for checking in. Gina's confirmation hearing is today, so let me get through that and then will follow up 

tomorrow to find a time that works best. 

Josh Lewis 

EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations 

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 4:48 PM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Hi Josh- I just wanted to follow up post recess and see if there was a time we could find for the Senator and Ms. 
McCarthy to meet. The Senator has some blocks of time on April 1 ih or sometime the following week. 

Are there blocks of time that would work best for Ms. McCarthy? 

Thank you, 
Diane 

Diane Miyasato 
Scheduler 
Office of Senator Brian Schatz 

From: Revana, Arun (Schatz) 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 6:02 PM 
To: Lewis, Josh 
Cc: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) 
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Hi Josh, 
Thanks for your response. I am cc'ing Diane, Senator Schatz's scheduler, so that we might find a time for Ms. McCarthy 
and Senator Schatz to meet. 
Thank you again, 
A run 

Arun Revana 
Legislative Director 
Office of Senator Brian Schatz 
722 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 5:34PM 
To: Revana, Arun (Schatz) 
Subject: Follow up on Gina McCarthy 

Hi Arun, 
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' l 

A colleague here mentioned you were inquiring about a call or meeting with Gina McCarthy. I'm assuming the Senator 
will not be in town during the weeks of 3/25 and 4/1, right? If so, then we'll have to look to post-recess to set something 
up. How about we connect after recess to see what will work? 

Josh Lewis 
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations 

ltp· ~ 
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Gary C. Peters 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

9TH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN 

www.peters.house.gov 

Bharat Mathur 

fJ, c; _ f1J -U 7JD- I 5 7 3 

QCongre~~ of tbe Wntteb ~tate~ 
~ou~e of 1\epre~entatibe~ 
Ua~bington.1D( 20515 

January 25, 2010 

Acting Regional Administrator 
US EPA Region 5 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Re: EPA RFP #OAR-OTA-09-10 

Dear Mr. Mathur, 

COMMITIEE ON'FINANCIAL SERVICES 

CAPITAL MARKETS, INSURANCE, AND 
GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED ENTERPRISES 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY POLICY AND 
TRADE 

COMMITJ'EE ON SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY 

TECHNOLOGY AND INNOVATION 

I am writing in regards to a grant proposal submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of 
the Rochester and A von Schools Coalition under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance 
Program. 

This grant award would help reduce school bus idling in the community and around 
schools and improve the air that our students breathe. In addition, it would reduce fuel 
consumption by approximately 20,000 gallons of gasoline per year, resulting in significant 
savings for taxpayers. The grant award would lower the emissions of dangerous emissions, such 
as fine particulate mater, C02, and NOx. Finally, the proposal has the added benefit of 
protecting jobs in Oakland County and in other areas of Michigan, as the products utilized by 
this grant will be installed using U.S. labor and the idle reduction technologies are manufactured 
and assembled in Michigan. I feel strongly that this award supports our common goal of 
environmental stewardship and efficient use oftax dollars. 

DISTRICT OFFICE 

560 KIRTS BLVD 

SUITE #105 
TROY. Ml 48084 
(248) 273-4227 

FAX (248) 273-4704 

I urge you to give this application your fullest consideration. 

)jc~ 
Gary C. Peters 
Member of Congress 

RECEIVED 

JAN 2 8 2010 
l.J,..."J. Cl r\ ~\C.lJtV11 j 

OFFICE OF REGlONAUOMINISTRATOR 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

1130 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

(202) 225-5802 
FA X (202) 226--2356 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

FEB 0 3 2010 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF: 

R-19J 

Thank you for your letter dated January 25, 2010, concerning the request for 
applications under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance Program. Your letter 
expressed support for the grant application submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of the 
Rochester and A von Schools Coalition. 

This is a competitive application process to reduce diesel emissions and create and 
maintain jobs. All applications will be given due consideration with the criteria outlined in the 
request for applications located at: http://www.epa.gov/air/grants/2009 _1 0 _ 6 _final-dera.pdf. 

Thank you for your letter and efforts to support clean diesel projects in Michigan. If 
you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Mary Canavan or 
Ronna Beckmann, the Region 5 Congressional Liaisons, at (312) 886-3000. 

Sincerely, 

-)1 JJ;;;:;W, ~ 
Bharat Mathur k 
Acting Regional Admmistrator 

Recycl.ci/Recycleble • Printed with Vegetable Oil Baaed Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (50% Poatconsumer) 



Grongre.ss of flp~ l!tnitt.b s!}tafe5 
l!laslfington, IDOL 20515 

Lisa Jackson, Administrator 
U.S. Env1ronmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Ray LaHood, Secrerary 
U.S. Department ofTranspottation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

December 8, 2010 

Dear Administrator Jackson and Secretary LaHood: 

We are writing regarding the Environmental Protection Agency's and the Department of Transportation's proposed 
redesign of fuel econon"')' labels, as required by the Energy Independence and Security Act (ElSA) of 2007. 

As you know, the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA) mandated that the DOT issue a 
rule making implementing this law. On September 23, both EPA and DOT issued a notice of proposed rulemaking. 

The proposed 1ule presents two primary label options. Label 1 minimizes miles per gallon (mpg), an objective 
measure of the fuel economy performance of a vehicle, in favor of a prominently displayed subjective ''letter 
grade" In contrast, Label2 focuses on the mpg metric and implements the other information Congress required 
under EISA. Consumers are very familiar with the mpg metric and rely on it when purchasing a new motor 
vehicle. 

Additionally, unlike the mpg metric, the proposed grading system is biased in favor of certain types of vehicles. 
The "A'' and ';A+" categories are reserved for a very narrow range of vehicles, i.e., battery elecrric vehicles and 
plug-in hybrids. However, a fuel efficient, clean diesel vehicle would be penalized with a low or mediocre grade. 
Similarly, most fuel efficient SUVs and pickup trucks would rate no higher than a "C+". 

We hope you will agree that it is essential for consumers to have clear and concise information about the fuel 
economy perfmmance of their vehicle. However, Label 1 marginalizes the most important piece of information on 
the fuel economy sticker, namely the fuel economy ofthe vehicle. Moreover, Label 1 unfairly promotes certain 
vehicles over others. 

We believe that Label 2 better serves the needs of the consumer by continuing to prominently display the mpg of 
the vehicle, and is consistent with the statutory intent of ElSA. Although the deadline for public comment has 
passed, we appreciate yo1.u agencies allowing us to submit this letter for the public record. 

Smcerely, 

Dale E. Kildee 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Steve LaTourette 
Member of Congress 

PRINT~P 'JN A!CYCLfO P'~P~R 
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Andre C n 
Member of Congress 

Bennie G. Thompson 
Member of Congress 

5twt£~ 
~Scalise 

Member of Congress 

14fkn. :m.i4JJ.-.-
Ralph M. Hall 
Member of Congress 

~~Ji_ 
Lamar Smith 
\t!ember of Congress 

Member of Congress 

- . - -----····--·--------------

T..m Ryan 
Member of Congress 

Dave Camp 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Member of Congress 

Tim Murphy 

~~ .... , ... ~-------
Member of Congress 
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Geoff Davis 
Member of Congress 

~~-'N~ 
Member of Congress 

\1ember of Con 

Brett Guthrie 
Member of Congress 

Memher of Congress 

r;&,~ 
Member of Congress 

~ 
Tim Holden 

Member of Congress 

6 1 S 1 H~S 202 : o .L 

"/.~ Candice S. Miller 
Member of Congress 

~:C~ 
Patrick J. Tiberi 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

_Q.&.~~ 
Robert Aderht>lt 
Member of Congress 
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. · es Sensenbrenner 
I ember of Congress 

Todd Akin 
Member of Congress 

7UL#4_~~ 
Thaddeus McCotter 
Member of Congress 

0 

6£9S22202 

~ 

Sue Myrick 
Member of Congress 

John Barrow 
Member of Congress 



/JJ-
F~:..__ __ ...::__ 

ave Loebsack 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Bruce Braley 
Member of Congress 

~ 
Mark Schauer 
Member of Congress 
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The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Re.presentatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

JAN 2 1 2011 

Thank you for your letter, cosigned by your congressional colleagues, which provides 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA) with comments on the proposed Fuel Economy Label rulemaking. 
We value your interest in this proposal and have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket. 

We appreciate the concerns you raise regarding the approach to displaying fuel economy and 
environmental information on the redesigned fuel economy labels. Both EPA and NHTSA are 
committed to ensuring that the redesigned labels, required under the Energy Independence and 
Security Act of 2007, provide consumers with the necessary information about the fuel economy, 
consumption, cost, and environmental impact associated with purchasing new vehicles that will 
allow consumers to make informed vehicle purchasing decisions.' Since the proposal includes 
adding important new elements to the existing labels, as well as creating new labels for advanced 
technology vehicles, EPA and NHTSA embarked on a comprehensive research program 
beginning in the fall of 2009. In addition, the Agencies met with numerous stakeholders and 
experts to solicit a broad spectrum of views and insights as to how the labels might be revised. 

The EPA and NHTSA are committed to broad public participation in the rulemaking. Given the 
importance of, and public interest in, the proposed new fuel economy labels, we have held two 
public hearings-in Chicago on October 14, 2010, and in Los Angeles on October 21, 2010, 
respectively. In addition, we received substantial comments from both private citizens and a 
broad range of stakeholders that reflect a wide variety of viewpoints. All comments we receive 
will be carefully considered when finalizing this rulemaking. 

A similar response has been sent to each cosigner of your letter. If you have further questions, 
please contact us. Your staff also may call David Mcintosh, Associate Administrator for EPA 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at 202-564-0539, or Mr. Ronald L. Medford, 
NHTSA Deputy Administrator, at 202-366-9700. 

Ray LaHood 
Secretary 
U.S. Departme t of 

Sincerely yours, 

• 

Lisa P. Jackson 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 



C!tongress of tqe Unitell ~fates 
lfl!htu~ingtnn, lle!t 20515 

The Honorable Lisa P. Jackson 
Secretary 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Secretary Jackson and Lt. Gen. Bostick: 

July 24, 2012 

Lieutenant General Thomas P. Bostick 
Commanding General and Chief of Engineers 
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

We write to bring to your attention the Binational Ecological Risk Assessment ofBigheaded Carps for the 
Great Lakes Basin, a peer-reviewed report by American and Canadian scientists with the Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada. 

This report sheds valuable light on the disastrous consequences Bigheaded Carp (Asian Carp) pose to the 
Great Lakes and warns of the imminence of their irreversible introduction into the Great Lakes. It calls for 
immediate prevention activities to parallel our ongoing long-term efforts to reduce the probability of 
introduction into the Great Lakes. 

This report identifies the Chicago Area Waterway System as the most likely entry point of the Asian Carp 
into the Great Lakes. The recent decision by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to accelerate its 
study of how to prevent the spread of these invasive species between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River 
watersheds was significant. And, the inclusion of the Stop Invasive Species Act in the transportation 
authorization bill recently signed into law was also crucial. However, the alarming discovery of six positive 
eDNA samples for Asian Carp in Lake Erie underscores the need for broader, more aggressive · indeed 
immediate- action to interrupt this invasion and subsequent ecological consequences. 

The establishment of the Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Commission, the vast resources the Great Lakes 
Restoration Init.iative has devoted, and works done by non-governmental organizations, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Army Corps of Engineers, and several other federal and state agencies efforts are 
evidence of the broad recognition of the scope of this threat. Still, this report's conclusions highlight that 
while all parties realize the size of the threat, they may not grasp the immediacy with which we must act. 

As Members of Congress who represent areas within the Great Lakes Basin that rely on its irreplaceable 
natural resources, we support the findings of this study and strongly urge immediate action to reduce the 
threat of Asian Carp and its economic, environmental, and ecological consequences. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~AN~~ 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

PRINTEO ON RECYCLEO PAPER 



Member of Congress 

.J..tt, •• (. ·~ 
KA TIILEEN HOCH L 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Member of Congress 

• 

f'{Yl)JL~ 
MIKE ROGERS . ~ 
Member of Congress 

,nu~ MIKE~GiEY 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

~~· 
HANSEN CLARKE 
Member of Congress 

~---------=,:..;...---





UNrrr:u STt\TE:S ENVIRONMENTAL PHOTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
House ofRepresentatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congt·essman Peters: 

.nJG 'l 1.01Z 

OFFICE OF 
THE AUI.11NtSTRATOR 

Thank you fot· your July 24, 2012letter sent to Administrator Jackson regarding the threat that 
Asian carp pose to the Great Lakes. Your letter refers to the Binational Ecological Risk 
Assessment report recently released by American and Canadian scientists. In addition, you also 
note the recent sample analysis conducted in Lake Eric that yielded six positive eDNA results for 
Asian carp. 

The Administration-with leadership by the White House Council on Enviromnental Quality 
and represented by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Set·vice, Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
Geological Survey, Environmental Protection Agency and Coast Guard on the Asian Carp 
Regional Coordinating Committee-takes this issue very serio\tsly and is responding with a 
commensumte level of focus and attention. Officials are working in an urgent, coordinated 
mmmer toward a single goal-to prevent Asian carp from establishing a self-sustaining 
population in the Great Lakes. 

Continued Great Lakes Restoration Initiative and agency base funding for local, state, and 
federal partners involved in this effort is supporting efforts to prevent Asian cm·p from migrating 
upstream ofthe U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' electric barriers. To this end, we have initiated a 
variety of projects described in the Asian Carp Control Strategy Framework ("Framework"). The 
Framework presents a multi-tiered strategy to combat the spread of Asian carp into the Great 
Lakes and to ensure coordination and the most effective rcsJlonse across all levels of 
govemment. It represents a comprehensive Asian carp prevention phm that includes chemical, 
stmctural, monitol'lng, biological, management and operntional strategies. The unified response 
conducted on behalf of the state and federal pm1nership is focused, intensive, and ongoing. The 
Framework complements the broader national approach to the management and control of Asian 
carp as presented in the Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silvet· 
Carps in the United States (National Carp Plan), approved by the National Aquatic Nuisance 
Species Task Force in November 2007. 

As referenced in the Framework, the USACE is conducting the congressionally-authorized Great 
Lakes Mississippi Rlverlnterbasin Study (WRDA 2007, Section 3061, PL 110-114). The study 
will identify hydrologic connections between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River basins and 
analyze options and technologies to reduce the risk of the full range of potential aquatic invasive 
species movement, including Asian cnrp, between them. The study will initially focus on the 
risk of invasive species moving tlu·ough the Chicago Area Waterway System and will consider 

tntamot Address (Uill) • htlp:lhv.,w.epa.go·, 
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the potential for hydrologic separation of the Mississippi River and Great Lakes basins, including 
the need for permanent lock closme which would require Congressional action. USACE has 
agreed to accelerate this study and has committed to provide an abbreviated Jist of potential 
alternatives to Congress by September 2013. 

We are deeply committed to reducing and eliminating the risk of migration of Asian carp into the 
Great Lakes and are doing everything within our authorities toward this end. Simultaneously, we 
are mindful of other concerns such as navigation issues, storm water management, and public 
safety concerns, and remain committed to addressing the concerns of all partners and 
stakeholders when plamting for and acting upon om decisions. We believe that this 
collaboration-funded, staffed, and coordinated at levels unprecedented in the 111\tion's history of 
fighting invasive species-provides the best defense to the threat posed by Asian carp to the 
Great Lakes. We look forward to working with yon ns these efforts continue. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have fmther questions, please contnct me or yolll' staff 
may contnct Denise Gawlinski or Ronna Beckmann, the Region 5 Congressional Liaisons, at 
(312) 886-3000. 

Sincerely, 

Cameron Davis 
Senior Advisor to the Administrator (Grent Lakes) 



------------- ----------------· 

THE NORTHEAST-MIDWEST CONGRESSIONAL COALITION 

GREAT LAKES TASKFORCE 
December 17, 2009 

The Honorable Jo-Eilen Darcy 
Assistant Secretary ofthe Army, Civil Works 
U.S. Department of the Army 
I 08 Army Pentagon, Room 3E446 
Washington, DC 20310-0 I 08 

Admiral Thad W. Allen 
Commandant 
United States Coast Guard 
2100 Second St., S.W. 
Washington, DC 20593 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

The Honorable Sam D. Hamilton 
Director 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Secretary Darcy, Administrator Jackson, Admiral Allen, and Director Hamilton: 

We are writing today to emphasize the urgency for keeping the Asian carp out of the Great 
Lakes. Recently, testing has found genetic material from Asian carp above the electric dispersal 
barrier in the Chicago Sanitary and Shipping Canal. We urge all of your agencies to work 
cooperatively and expeditiously to prev_ent the carp from entering the Great Lakes. 

Specifically, we urge your agencies to immediately consider: 

• Implementing the recommendations of the Asian Carp Rapid Response Project. This 
project is a federal/non-federal partnership of leading experts. 

• Closing the O'Brien and Chicago Locks if there is reasonable likelihood that Asian carp 
are above the barrier. 

• Continuing the use ofpiscicides as a rapid response measure. 

• Creating a permanent hydrological separation between the Great Lakes and the Canal. 

• Increasing the voltage of the electric dispersal barrier to prevent Asian carp of any size 
from crossing the barrier. 

• Drafting and approving the planned interim reports as part of the Efficacy Study, which 
was authorized under section 3061 of WRDA 2007, in order for the Corps of Engineers 
to take action to prevent Asian carp from bypassing the existing electric dispersal barrier 
project in the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal. 
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In addition to finding positive eDNA in the Canal, genetic material was also found in the Des 
Plaines River, north of the electric dispersal barrier. Given the risk that the carp could bypass the 
barrier if the Des Plaines River were to flood, Congress provided the Corps with additional 
authority in the Fiscal Year 2010 Energy and Water Appropriations bill to prevent this from 
happening. We understand that work on this report is on-going, and it is urgent that an interim 
report be finalized soon. 

Finally, we encourage you to carefully consider your Fiscal Year 2011 budget needs for the 
barrier project· and Asian carp efforts. Over the life of the barrier project, Congress has had to 
provide new authority and new funding on multiple occasions, and a comprehensive, planned 
approach would be more effective. 

There may be no greater threat to the ecosystem of the Great Lakes than the introduction of the 
Asian carp, and we must do all that we can to prevent this from happening. We appreciate your 
attention to this urgent matter and look forward to your response. 

4 t/~ :a:. V. Voinovich 
United States Senator 

Mark Kirk 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

·.f&h~-
United States Senator 

Sherrod Brown 
United States Senator 
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Russell Feingold 
United States Senator 

Herb Kohl 
United States Senator 

A lL\~ 
~Kiobuchar 

United States Senator 

Charles Schumer 
United States Senator 

Member of Congress 

United States Senator 

~ l'. 4-m~-L 
Kristen E. Gillibrand 
United States Se ator 

Member of Congress 
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~~ 
Betty Sutton 

Member of Congress 

Fred Upton · 
Member of Congre 

' 

Member of Congress 

Candice Miller 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

. Kathy Dahlkemper 
Member of Congress 

ark Schauer 
Member of Congress 
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Thaddeus McCotter 
Member of Congress 

Tim Ryan 
_ .. :;?f"iember of Congre 

f: " 
~ 

Robert Latta 
Member of Congress 

oe Donnelly 
Member of Congres 

....... ·- .. 

oekstra 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Thomas Petri 
Member of Congress 

r:k~ 
Member of Congress 

Luis Gutierrez 
Member of Congress 
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Gtnngress uf t4e Jtuiteil ~tate.e 
Ba.sqingtnn, It~ 2D515 

January 22, 2010 

The Honorable Jo-Ellen Darcy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil Works 
U.S. Department of the Army 
I 08 Army Pentagon, Room 3E446 
Washington, DC 20310-0108 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 
.U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Admiral Thad W. Allen 
Commandant 
United States Coast Guard. 
2100 Second St., S.W. . 
Washington, DC 20593 : 

The Honorable Sam Hamilton 
. Director : 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Agency 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Secretary Darcy, Administrator Jackson, Admiral Allen, and Director Hamilton: · 

It is with great concern we write to you today. As you lmow, the Asian carp poses one 
of the most serious threats to the Great Lakes to date. Should the carp get into the Lakes, the 
ecological and economical damage would be devastating. 

We understand that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Envirorunental Protection 
Agency, Fish and Wildlife Service and the Coast Guard have been working hand in b.aild to 
address the carp as a result ofrecent positive environmental DNA (eDNA) detection and we 
applaud those efforts. However, we are very alarmed at the length oftime it is taking ~o 
formulate a comprehensive response plan. The first positive detection of eDNA above the 
electric dispersat barrier was in November 2009, with subsequent positive detections. We are 
also dismayed at recent comments made to the media that several hundred carp would need to 
be detected before the federal agencies would change their current plan of dealing with this 
invasive species. 

The threat of the carp has .been evident for many years and it is not going away; As 
such, we request that the completed comprehensive response plan be submitted to members of 
the Michigan delegation no later than close of business, Friday, February 5th. Please include 
in that plan any additional authorities necessary to address the carp in a comprehensive 
manner. 

PAINTED ON RECYCLED PAI'I!R 



We know you understand the urgency of the threat to the Great Lakes and look 
forward to continuing to work with you in a constructive manner. Should you have any 
questions and to submit the comprehensive plan, please contact Joy Mulinex at 
Joy Mulinex@Ievin.senate.gov. 

U.S. Senator 

a 

?~~ 
Fred Upton / 
Member of Congress 

2 

-u::::::. p ~- ~e.~~ 
VemEhlers 
Member of Congress 

~ 
Dave Camp 
Member of Congress 

B!f!~ 
Member of Congress 

Dale Kildee 
Member of Congress 

M~ 
Mark Schauer 
Member of Congress 

hn Conyers 
ember of Congress · 

Candace Miller 
Member of Congress 



Thaddeus McCotter 
Member of Congress 

~t~ 
Carolyn Cheeks Kilpatrick 
Member of Congress 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
GREAT LAKES NATIONAL PROGRAM OFFICE 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
House of Representatives 
1130 Longworth Building 
Washington DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

FEB 0 5 2010 
Mail Code: R-19J 

On behalf of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, thank you for your letter dated January 22, 
2010, stating your concern with the timely development of a comprehensive response plan for 
preventing the introduction of Asian carp in the Great Lakes. 

As you are aware, the coordinating state, federal and local agencies recently conducted a 
successful rapid response operation in support of the scheduled required maintenance of the 
dispersal barrier in the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal. The operation demonstrated the clear 
commitment of numerous organizations at all levels of government to coordinate Asian carp 
prevention and control efforts. Building upon this successful model of interagency cooperation, 
we are enhancing our investment in this important effort to prevent Asian carp from entering the 
Great Lakes. Additional resources, such as those provided through the Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative, are being utilized to support these collective efforts. 

We are promptly developing a short- and long-term, comprehensive Asian carp 
prevention plan with our partners to address the concerns of the Michigan Congressional 
Delegation. The comprehensive strategy and control framework includes diverse actions such as 
chemical treatments, structural solutions, enhanced detection systems and research for biological 
solutions, and management and operations approaches. 

The State and Federal agencies currently working to address the challenge of preventing 
the introduction of Asian carp in the Great Lakes take this responsibility very seriously, and treat 
the detection and capture of even a single specimen with the utmost importance. We 
acknowledge the variables related to the population dynamics and habitat requirements of Asian 
carp provide many uncertainties as to their potential to successfully establish self-sustaining 
populations in the Great Lakes. However, we can assure you that the unified response conducted 
on behalf of the State and Federal partnership will be focused, intensive and ongoing. This effort 
will be implemented with the singular goal of preventing Asian carp species from accessing and 
gaining a foothold in this critically important watershed. 
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We are deeply committed to reducing and eliminating the risk of unintentional migration 
of Asian carp into the Great Lakes and are doing everything within our authorities toward this 
end. Simultaneously, we are mindful of other concerns such as navigation issues, storm water 
management, and public safety concerns, and remain committed to addressing the concerns of all 
partners and stakeholders when planning for and acting upon our decisions. 

Again, thank you for your letter. We look forward to working with you and your staff to 
ensure that the development and implementation of the framework is effective. If you have any 
questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. 
Additionally, your staff may contact Ms. Mary Canavan or Ms. Ronna Beckmann, of the EPA 
Region 5 Congressional Liaison Office, at (312) 886-3000. 

Sincerely, . 

l~~ 
Acting Regional A'd~i~istrator 



€ongrt9'9' of tbt Wnittb ~tatt!' 
ma..,ington, 18«: 20510 

January 23, 2013 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Administration 
1200 Pennsylvania A venue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Administrator Jackson, 

We write to express our support for the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority's (DBRA) 
application for an Area Wide Planning Grant to redevelop brownfield sites around Detroit's 
historic Eastern Market. 

Eastern Market is an open air, fresh food mark~t that attracts some 40,000 people every 
weekend. It is one of Detroit's greatest assets and the hub of the region's fresh food economy, 
housing a growing cluster of approximately 80 food-related businesses. Unfortunately, there are 
several brownfield sites with abandoned structures that pose safety risks and hold back broader 
redevelopment. 

This grant will allow the DBRA and the Eastern Market Corporation to use Eastern Market as a 
starting point for revitalizing the district, creating new opportunities and improved conditions for 
existing residents while attracting new investment and development. 

The continued enhancement of Eastern Market will provide greater opportunities for area-wide 
redevelopment and community improvement in Detroit. As you know, the need to transform 
blighted areas in Detroit into economically viable communities is of the greatest urgency, and we 
urge your support f~r this important proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Carl Levin 
United States Senator United States Senator 

. Peters 
Member of Congress 

John Conyers Jr . 
Member of Congress 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

FEB 1 3 2013 

OFFICE OF 
SOLID WASTE AND 

EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

Thank you for your letter of January 23, 2013, supporting the proposal submission from the Detroit 
Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (DBRA) to the Brownfields Area-Wide Planning (AWP) 
Program. I appreciate your interest in this program and your support ofDBRA's proposal. 

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists 
communities in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. Under the pilot A WP program 
the EPA awarded twenty-three grants to communities across the country. This pilot program 
demonstrated how planning for the reuse ofbrownfields sites can be effective when done in conjunction 
with creating supportive area-wide revitalization and implementation strategies. Developing an area
wide plan helps guide the clean up and reuse of key brownfield sites, which can bring about improved 
environmental and socioeconomic conditions within local communities. 

The EPA's selection criteria for proposals are available in the Request/or Proposals for Brownfields 
Area-Wide Planning Grants (September 2012), posted on our web site at 
www.epa.gov/brownfleldslareawide_grants.htm. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and 
evaluated by a selection panel that will apply these objective criteria in this highly competitive program. 
Please be assured that the proposal from the DBRA will be given every consideration. 

Again, thank you for your letter. Ifyou have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call 
Raquel Snyder, in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Mathy Stanislaus 
Assistant Administrator 

lntemet Address (URL) • http:l/www.epa.gov 
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C!ongre~~ of tbe Wniteb ~tates 
mtasbington, mqe 20515 

Administrator Robert Perciasepe 
Al:ting Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington. DC 20460-0001 

Dear Administrator Perciasepc: 

June 17,2013 

We arc seeking clarifi<:ation regarding the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) New 
Source Perf01mance Standard (NSPS), Subpart UUU (40CFR, Part 60) for Calciners and Dryers 
in Mineral Processing Industries and recent enforcement actions against U.S. foundries. 
Specitically. we are concerned about why: a) EPA is enforcing the provisions of Subpart UUU 
against foundries when it never intended to include these type of facilities as a source category 
since metalcasting is not a mineral processing industry; and, b) why EPA has failed to 
promulgate an exemption for foundries from NSPS, Subpart UUU consistent with the original 
intent ofthe rule. 

It is our understanding that it was not the EPA's intention to subject the foundry industry to this 
NSPS ruk as metal casting is a separate industry from the mineral processers that Subpart UUU 
was intended to regulate. Furthermore, the original NSPS, Subpart UUU rule which was 
finalized in September 1992, did not list foundries as an affected industry nor did it designate 
applicable foundry Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes. 

On April22, 2008 (73 Fed. Reg. 21559), EPA proposed a regulation to specifically exempt 
foundries from the requirements of Subpart UUU (in part because the Agency never intended to 
cover foundries). The proposed regulatory language that EPA agreed to stated that, "processes 
usl!u solely for the reclamation and reuse of industrial sand from metal foundries" shall be 
exempt from the requirements of Subpart UUU in the final rule. In April 2009 (74 Fed. Reg. 
1 9294 ). EPA issueu the final rule for Subpart 000 and noted in the preamble that it was not 
taking final action on the proposed revisions to Subpart UUU. It is our understanding that in 
subsequ<:nt discussions with EPA of'Jicials following the decision to take no tina! action on the 
exemption for toundrics, EPA enforcement officials agreed that the Agency would not initiate 
~::nf'orcemcnt actiuns against foundries for Subpart UUU requirements and would address the 
issue with individual facilities at the time of permit renewal. 

1n addition, EPA regions across the country have taken inconsistent positions on whether Subpart 
UUU should apply to foundry sand reclamation and reuse processes at foundries. Recently EPA 
Region V has initiated enforcement actions against foundries that included violations of Subpart 
UtJU requirements. Although the recent enforcement actions are currently limited in geographic 
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scope to this region, we have significant concerns that enforcement" efforts will be expanded to 
other areas in the country. As the EPA originally intended to exempt foundries from this 
regulation, we believe this new enforcement action is misguided. 

EPA's recent efforts to impose Subpart UUU requirements on units used solely for the 
reclamation and reuse of industrial sand from foundries creates an unnecessary regulatory 
burden. uncertainty and increased costs for foundries. EPA Region V has initiated enforcement 
actions. even though the record is clear that Subpart UUU should not apply to foundries. 
By way of background, foundries are essential to the U.S. economy. Every sector relies on metal 
castings, with 90 percent of all manufactured goods and capitai"equipment incorporating 
engineered castings into their makeup. They produce castings that are integral to the automotive. 
construction, energy, aerospace, agriculture, plumbing, manufacturing, and national defense 
sectors. The American foundry industry provides employment for over 200,000 men and women 
directly and sustains thousands of other jobs indirectly. The industry supports a payroll of more 
than $8 billion and sales of more than $36 billion annually. Metalcasting plants are found in 
every state, and the industry is made up of predominately small businesses. Approximately RO 
percent of domestic metalcasters have fewer than l 00 employees. 

Foundries utilize millions of tons of sand each year- these processing units serve to reclaim and 
reuse the sand. This process should be encouraged because they provide significant 
environmental benefits. Additionally, sand systems at foundries are already controlled by other 
air regulations. 

It is clear to us that EPA's original rule did not intend for foundries to have to comply with 
NSPS, Subpart UUU: Consistent with its original intent of Subpart UUU, EPA must finalize a 
regulation to exempt foundries from the applicability of this regulation. Please provide a 
detailed explanation of how and when EPA plans to promulgate an exemption for foundries from 
NSPS, Subpart UUU. We appreciate your attention to this matter and look forward to your 
timely response. 

Sincerely, 

Chuck Fleischmann 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

{oe 6Q'-'h. 
Joe Barton 
Member of Congress 



Paul Broun 
\'kmb~:r o!' Congn:~s 

0_111~ 
/t~llllstcr 
l'vkmbt.:r o!'l\mgn:ss 

~ 
Culberson 

1\ndy llarris 

A~ 
J),m Bcnish~k 
l\lcmbcr of Congress 

~----
Lou Barletta 
1'vlt'mbcr o!' Congress 

-~ /,~ II 
'%:~ _? ~:::2~-

Bob I.atta · 
Member of Congress 

~~~_/ 
Hal Rog,crs ~r--~ 
Member ofCongn:ss 

Rodney r IS 

Member or Congress 

~tl~~ 
Tim lluclskamr 
\1crnbcr P(C'ongrcss 

-~--1;;~~~1<( Ad_ Dou~lll~ , -~ 
ivh.·mbcr nrc:ongn.·ss 



'R_~Ylt_~ 
Ralph I Ia!! 
Mcinh~:r of Congress 

Member ot' Congress 

/2~'/} --- -- --- -~----A--_k rvtqp Diaz-Bdfart / -
Member of Congress 

lLac 
l\·1arshn Blackburn 

? 

----...-1 /' 
~ '--'Rqve_s 

... ·--------·------··---~--~---·---- ---
Tom Graves 
1\lcmhcr of C\mgrcss 

~-~~ 
Larry Bu shon 
l\lcmhcr of Congress 

avid Locbs;JJ~ 
l\kmber of Congress 

~o!:•A~:!~ 
tvlcmbcr of Congress 

{(tib4 
_ __:____ ~ 

Jim Jordan 
Member of Congress 

a~ __ o~L_.--. 
Gn.'t!!.! I I fj_~'-
l\kmbcr of __ nngrcss 

~~ ... u 
__ _5_ ~-----------
Tom Cole 
Member of Congress 



~~ 
Susan Brooks 
Member of Congress 

~«4-w 
Mark Amodei 
Member of Congress 

~Pt¥ce David oyce 
Member of Congress 

Adam K inzingcr 
M~:m ber or Congress 

Mcm bcr of Congress 

. -·~-·· 

Jackie Walorski 
Member of Congress 

..... 



l'vkmbcr of Congress 

!'v1embcr of Congress 

$_~R.. __ 
Brad \\:cnstrup 
1\·kmhcr nf Congress 

. ~/ ?1/.;Lv-.. · ... ·. . ' ' 
.·/ / ~··' ----;-'·. --~ .. · ----v · Terry .. ·· 

~~.:mbcr of Con ··ess 

l.ouic Gohmcrt 
l\.1cmher of Congress 

,-(:~~/ 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Member ot"Congn.:ss 

Pat Tiberi 
Member of Congress 

- v. 
Step! n Fincher 
Member of Congress 

i\1 :agner 
Member of Congress 

.C~t-~ 
Charlie Dent 
i\ !ember of Congress 

~/~"-~ 
Adrian Srnitl; - --
t\lcmbcr of Congress 



___ _;1_?_~??? r . -~ 
Tom 1\larinn -~~ 
\kmbcr nfCungn:ss 

..-· ·;' -~~.(),, . .. - 1:~ II 

. _____ _!::-:::.__- _-4._--56..-_ 
Tom P~o·tri 

J\1cmher ot' Congress 

Diane Blacl\ 
\kmhcr ol' Congress 

~;:.~/Ia-~ 
--·---- ----·--- ·-·-···--··-····-- ... 

\1 ichncl Tmn..:r 

___ !ia_ 
St~v.: Sti,·.:rs 
Mcmhcr of Congress 

t\·1crnbcr or Congress 

Pete Olson 
Member or Congress 

_lfld111tb 
Bob Uibb~ 
\1 \.'Ill her P f ( 'nngl'i..'SS 

, cnn "CIT" Thompson 
~vkmbcr oi'Congrcss 



~ 
V ~:rn B uchunan 
l'vkmh.'r of Cnngr~:ss 

Steve Chabot 
1\·1cm hero f Congn:ss 

r·:d Whitfield 2&~J~.~-
tv'km her of Congress Mcmbcr of Congress 

~---

/s~ nurfy 
lvkmhcr of Congress 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

AUG 2 1 2013 

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

Thank you for your June 17, 2013, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Clean Air Act (CAA) New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Calciners and Dryers in the 
Mineral Processing Industries ( 40 CFR, Part 60), and the application of these standards to certain 
foundry operations. I welcome the opportunity to explain how the EPA addresses probable violations of 
the NSPS. 

By way of background, the NSPS Subpart UUU applies to any facility which processes "industrial sand" 
in "calciners and dryers." As early as 1986, the EPA stated in the preamble to the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking that the rule " ... would apply to new, modified, and reconstructed calciners and dryers at 
mineral processing plants." In both the proposed and the final rules, the EPA defined a mineral 
processing plant as" •.. any facility that processes or produces any of the following minerals .... " In 
the preamble and in the final rule, the EPA listed "industrial sand" as one of the listed minerals, and 
broadly defined the affected facility, "dryer," as" ..• the equipment used to remove uncombined (free) 
water from mineral material through direct or indirect heating." As a result, where foundries process the 
listed mineral "industrial sand," they meet the definition of"mineral processing plant," and the 
"calciners and dryers" that are used by these foundries to process the industrial sand are subject to NSPS 
Subpart UUU. 

The National Industrial Sand Association confirms, on its website, that foundries are one of the primary 
users of the listed mineral industrial sand, stating that" ... [i]ndustrial sand is an essential part of the 
ferrous and non-ferrous foundry industry." The Association goes on to further state that" ... core sand 
can be thermally or mechanically recycled .... " 

In April2008, as part of the EPA's proposed amendments to the NSPS for Nonmetallic Mineral 
Processing Plants (Subpart 000), we requested public comment on the applicability of 
Subpart UUU to sand and reclamation processes at metal foundries. The addition of this language in the 
Subpart 000 proposal coincided with inquiries regarding this issue by foundry industry representatives 
at that time. After further consideration, the EPA determined, for the reasons discussed above, that our 
prior interpretation that Subpart UUU applied to calciners and dryers processing industrial sand at 
foundries was correct. In addition, it was also determined that Subpart 000 was not the appropriate 
vehicle to take action on this matter because that Subpart dealt with a different industry sector. 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
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Consequently, the EPA decided at that time that no further action to amend Subpart UUU, or otherwise 
change its applicability criteria, was necessary or appropriate. Should the agency decide to re-evaluate 
the applicability of this rule, it would generally do so under Section lll(b)(l)(B) of the CAA, which 
authorizes the agency to revise the NSPS from time-to-time. Subpart UUU is not currently scheduled 
for review under Section lll(b)(l)(B) of the CAA. 

Based on the above rationale, the EPA is currently taking enforcement action in the EPA Region 5 for 
identified violations ofNSPS Subpart UU:U at subject foundries. There are 138 iron and steel foundries 
in Region 5. In the last two years, Region 5 has conducted compliance evaluations at 39 of these 
foundries and, thus far, has found 11 to be in violation of the Clean Air Act; only 3 of the 11 cases 
included violations of Subpart UUU. To remedy the currently identified Subpart UUU violations, the 
3 affected facilities have agreed to conduct some additional testing. Thus far, no penalties have been 
assessed for the NSPS Subpart UUU violations. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff may call 
Pamela J anifer in the EPA Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-6969. 
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QCongre~~ of tbe Wntteb ~tate~ 
VlllaJI.Jington, 18~ 20515 

The Honorable Barack H. Obama 
President of the United States 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

November 15, 2011 

We write to commend you for bringing certainty to fuel economy and tailpipe 
emission standards for model years 2017-25 cars and light trucks to 54.5 miles per gaJlon 
(mpg). 

The framework agreement brought together automotive manufacturers, labor, the 
environmental community, and government agencies. Industry groups such as the 
National Association of Manufacturers praised the agreement as a "positive step." As a 
result, automakers will enjoy regulatory certainty, which will help them design and build 
the advanced technology vehicles of the future and compete in an increasingly global 
marketplace. The agreement protects American jobs and consumers, and as such was a 
remarkable achievement. 

In addition, we were pleased that the Administration intends to include a "mid
tenn" review for the 2022-2025 requirements. This provides an opportunity for the last 
set of increases to be re-visited to see ifthe assumptions on technology, costs, fuel prices, 
consumer acceptance and vehicle prices still support the standards that will be proposed, 
or whether their stringency should be revised upwards or downwards. 

These regulations, taken together with the first phase of the standards for model 
years 20 I 2- I 6 vehicles, will remove the need for as much as 3.8 million barrels of 
petroleum per day by 2030. Consumers will save thousands of dollars at the pump for 
gasoline they will no longer need to buy over the lifetime of their vehicles. 

In conclusion, we believe that these standards to reduce petroleum use in cars and 
light trucks represent an opportunity to increase our national and economic security in an 
unprecedented way by dramatically decreasing our dependence on foreign sources of 
petroleum. They also bring a certainty to the regulatory framework for the industry and 
workers who design and build these vehicles. 

B~a.~~~J~ 
Edward J. Markey 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The I Ionorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

JAN 1 8 2012 

OFFICE OF 
AIR AND RADIATION 

Thank you for your letter of November 15, 2011, to President Obama, co-signed by 110 of your 
colleagues, regarding the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic and 
Safety Administration's (NHTSA) recent joint proposed rule for fuel economy and greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions standards for model year 2017 to 2025 passenger cars and light trucks. This proposed 
rule was signed on November 16, 2011. We appreciate your support and value your interest in these 
standards, and have added your letter to our administrative docket for the rulemaking. 

The proposed rule would provide auto manufacturers with the certainty needed to make long-term 
investments in technology and build advanced technology vehicles. Also, continuing the National 
Program would ensure that all manufacturers can build a single fleet of U.S. vehicles that would satisfy 
the requirements of both the Federal and California programs, thus helping to reduce costs and 
regulatory complexity while providing significant energy security and environmental benefits. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call 
Diann Frantz in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668. 

Sincerely, 

earthy 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http /lwww epa gov 
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www.peters.house.gov cteongre~~ of tbe Wntteb ~tate~ 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 

AJouS't of l\tpttS'tntatibtS' 
Danbington, tDQt 20515 

November 19, 2009 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY POLICY AND 

TRADE 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY 

TECHNOLOGY AND INNOVATION 

Thank you for your leadership of the Environmental Protection Agency and 
attention to programs funded under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA). These programs continue to provide critical resources to communities and I 
commend you for your stewardship in this area. In particular, the Clean Water State 
Revolving Fund has been of great interest to my district. However, several concerns have 
recently arisen regarding the ability for a township to award a contract to an entity other 
than the lowest bidder. The Township is interested in understanding if they would 
jeopardize ARRA dollars with such an action, and if these monies would further be 
jeopardized if the lowest bidder files a complaint against the Township. 

I have attached the letter for your review, and would appreciate any guidance 
EPA could provide on this matter. Please feel free to contact me or Carly Hepola on my 
staff at (202) 225-5802 or Carly.Hepola@mail.house.gov. Thank you for your attention 
to this request. 

Attachment 

DisTRICT OFriCE 

560 KIRTS BLVD 

StiiTF. #105 
TROY, VII 4R084 
(248) 273-4227 

FAX (248) 273-4704 

Gary C. Peters 
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Nov 18 2009 2:42PM 

I tichele Et.onomou U r.:,at~e 
Sflltndw 

Catherine Sbaupnes•y 
Te~~CIIr/t 

· Tcri WeJnprclen 
T,...m 

November 18, 2009 

WEST BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP 

Deer Congreeeman Gary Petera, 

~48-682-0432 

The Ch.mtr Township of Welt Bloomfield r~una ~in an illua ragarcUng ARRA atlmulua 
funds for a ct .. n Water State Revolving Fund projtlct. The Tcwnahip hll been lalued an Adrnlnlltratlw 
COftMnt Order for unbry eewer Improvement& in the Evergreen Farmington Oietrlct. We have 
1UCCe1sfut1y applied for CtMn w ... r 1111t. "-votYing Funu and hfte conducted • reQu.t for 
pn;,posat. The Bur AmeriCan (ARRA helton 1101) laniUICfe waa&Mid vnattm In our RFP. 

OUr dilemma Ia that the lowwt bidder, UqultonJa, le a Canaclle..-awned and operated company with 
a RDmulua, Michigan .... Rite offtae and It oomp ... With al oil the requlNJM'*In our Rt=P, 
Including the Buy Am•lcan cleuae. our 7-memb« Democratic lollnl YOI8d la.tevenlnalntavorlo bid 
1111 atlmulua-fundacl prvJeot to Uqutron:e. • our Genenll CounHiand En....., claimed lhat .. 
waulclloH the atlmu• funcla for t1te project If we awarded It to the~ blddltr (I U.S
-.a lntemattonal compMy, lnldtuform) lftCI the Jowtet bfclcltt, Uqulforea, flied a conaplmnt. The 
media is covering thle luua. llniUIIIIy voted •gelnat awM:Jing th1 conlriiCt to Llqurorce end c:t.ngect my 
vote later '" the mHIInO tD be on the pravalllng llde ID llow me flo rMike a rwoo1'111deratlon motion at our 
next lloerd ...ang IIIIa Thlftday, 11111, at 12:tl p.m. 

Mx A!ltlbDniNI II fpJ!qwt: 

• If the tDwnahlp .wanle tiM CWSRP contraot to the Moond aow.t bidder and t:Miowlat 
bidder flea a oomplalnt, wl11•1oM our ltlmUtua funde? 

• Can we NOalve 1 Wlltlen gUiranllla tMt w. will not 1oM dmulua t\lncflnQ by laeulna tM 
contraat to tile eaoond lowwt blclder and U.8 ..... ad oompany (M the IOWWIIII*tdw wiU 
mOlt .. ul'ldly pn:MK)? 

• Why doeen, the ARRA leatlon 1101Buy Arnertoan lllftluqe matr.lt expllctly clear that 
a1lnluh.- funda can DRIY be awaNied to U........._. oomput..., rllt.har than JU8t requiring 
ua tabor lnd .,...,.._for manufec:turJne the product? You will want to • ..._. thle ....,., 
at Oilier munlclpalltl• will have ... Mml ... ue. 

Thank. ~ ou for your assistance in chis urgent and important matter. 

Slncerec.;t Regorcts, 

~~~· 
Michele Economou Ureste 
West Bloomfield Township Supervisor 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

JAN 1 1 2010 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

OFFICE OF 
WATER 

Thank you for your letter of November 19, 2009, to Lisa P. Jackson, Administrator of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), communicating the concerns of West Bloomfield 
Township Supervisor, Michele Economou Ureste. In particular, Ms. Ureste is concerned that the 
Township may lose funding provided under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) for its project if it does not choose the lowest responsible bidder, a company 
headquartered in Canada. She also expressed the concern that a bid protest from the lowest 
responsible bidder may jeopardize funding. 

Federal procurement rules do not apply to funds awarded by State Revolving Fund 
programs (SRFs). It is essential for any recipient of funding to comply with State and local 
rules, regulations, and requirements. Therefore, the EPA cannot opine on whether the Township 
may award a contract to the second lowest responsible bidder. 

Section 1605 of the ARRA requires that all iron, steel, and manufactured goods used in a 
project funded with ARRA funds be made in America. This requirement applies only to iron, 
steel, and manufactured goods, not to the location of incorporation of a contractor. Ms. Ureste 
states that the lowest responsible bidder is a foreign-owned corporation, but that it certifies that it 
will comply with all Buy American requirements under section 1605 of the ARRA. Therefore, 
section 1605 should not be used as a basis for disqualifying the lowest responsible bidder. 
However, as mentioned above, the selection of a bidder is a local matter. 

Of greater importance is the ARRA requirement that all projects be under contract or 
construction by February 17, 2010, or the State will be subject to loss of funds. If the West 
Bloomfield project is not under contract by February 17, 2010, the Township will lose ARRA 
funding. The State will be forced to provide the funds to another community in advance of the 
deadline, or return the funds to EPA. Therefore, if a bid protest prevents the Township from 
signing the contract for construction of the project, the State may be forced to cancel the 
assistance agreement. 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your 
staff may call Greg Spraul, in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, 
at (202) 564-0255. 

Sincerely, 

t_S~L 
S. Silva 
ant Administrator 



Ohtngrl!llS nf t11t l!tnittb ~tatts 
lmln.alfillgton, mor 2ll515 

Lisa J nckson 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
USEPA Ariel Rios Building (AR) 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

July 29, 2011 

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is one of our nation's greatest environmental laws, safeguarding 
our rivers, lakes, and streams and protecting the health and safety of our drinking water. Under 
your leadership, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has taken significant actions to 
improve the safety of our drinking water, and we encourage you to continue to protect our 
waterways. In particular, we support agency actions to clarify the jurisdiction of the EPA and the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under the Clean Water Act. 

Almost a half century ago, the United States passed bipartisan legislation, the Clean Water Act, 
to protect our nation's waterways. This legislation came on the heels of several rivers catching 
on fire, including the Cuyahoga River in t 969. In 1977, this statute was strengthened, and the 
United States again demonstrated its commitment to clean drinking water. 

There is no right more basic than the right to safe drinking water, and that right depends on 
unpolluted source waters. The Clean Water Act protects our water from heavy metals such as 
arsenic and lead, dangerous pathogens like E. coli, and other toxins. Clean drinking water is 
basic to our very surviv~l. 

Not only is clean water important to public health, but it is also vital to our economy and to our 
heritage. From the Great Lakes to the Chesapeake Bay, and from the Yellowstone River to the 
Mississippi River, our waterways support fishing, sightseeing, and tourism. Wetlands serve as 
flood control, protecting inland communities from damage. The cumulative economic value of 
our waters is stunning. According to the United Nations Educational Science and Cultural 
Organization, lakes and rivers have an annual economic value of $19,580 per hectare. The Great 
Lakes fisheries alone generate approximately $7 billion in economic activity annually. 
Nationally, the commercial fishing industry generates more than $100 billion in sales and 
supports more than 1.5 million jobs. 

A strong Clean Water Act has moved us beyond the days of rivers on fire. However, there is still 
more to be done. Indeed, state and EPA dnta reveal that 44 percent of assessed river and stream 
miles and 64 percent of assessed lake acres do not meet relevant water quality standards. 
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We cannot sucritice our waterways and our drinking wutcr. 

Unfortunately, two recent Supreme Court decisions (SWANCC v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
and Rapanos v. U.S.) and suhscqucnt administration guidance threaten protections for millions of 
acres of wetlands and streams. These Supreme Court cases, combined with previous 
administration guidance, potentially narrow the interpretation of the Clean Water Act by 
jeopardizing protections for intermittent and seasonal streams and certain wetlands across the 
country. These types of streams comprise up to 60 percent of streums in the U.S., and feed the 
drinking water supplies of 117 million Americans. 

In Apri12011, the EPA issued guidance in order to clarify the jurisdiction of the US EPA and the 
US Army Corps, and extend the protections of the CW A to smaller headways and waterways. 
This guidance, consistent with the Supreme Court decisions, will help us to move forward in 
protecting the waterways that serve the drinking water for over 117 million Americans. 

We appreciate the recent work of the EPA to clarify the requirements of the Clean Water Act, 
and we look forward to working with you to protect our nation's waterways. 

Sincerely, 

~~ J~ran ~ 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

tr/::f."~ /btttrt?:~ 
Donna F. Edwards · 

MEMBER OF CONGRESS MEMBER OF CONGRESS 



~~ 
Lois Capps 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

&d~ 
Earl Blumenauer 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~LK ___ _ 
Chellie Pingree 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

i.~.~ 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~~4=L-
Bnrbara Lee 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Fortney Pete Stark 
ME BER OF CONGRESS 

Peter A. DeFazio 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

··~ 

• 

~~<t.-......_.__ .. 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 



Ly n ,, Woolsey 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~~~~ // tairu; Waters 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

/'~~L ~own 

v~~ 
Peter Welch 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Rush D. Holt 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~J&~ Edward J. Mark 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Henry . Johnson Jr. 
ME ER OF CONGRESS 

' ic Speier 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~~ttlf-
Mazie K. Hirano 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~~ 
Barney Frank 1 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Robert E. Andrews 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

s:~ 
Sam Farr 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Colleen W. Hanabusa 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
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DonnaM.C~n 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~nL~ 
Jesse Jackson Jr. 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

PauiTonko 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Chris Van Hollen 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Theodore E. Deutch 
MEMllER OF CONGRESS 

~(Z~~ will R:Keating J 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

~E.~ 
Dale E. Kildee 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
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Michael M. Honda 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
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MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
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EMBER OF CONGRESS 

o E. Serrano 
MBER OF CONGRESS 
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MEMBER OF CONGR 
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Mike Quigley 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Charles B. Rang 
MEMBER OF CONGR 
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MEMBER OF CONGRESS 
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Steve Israel 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

Jerrold Nadler 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

SEP -9 2011 

OFFICE OF 
WATER 

Thank you for your letter of July 29, 2011, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
Administrator Lisa P. Jackson regarding our joint effort with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) 
to develop guidance on Clean Water Act jurisdiction. Administrator Jackson has asked that I respond to 
your letter. 

We appreciate your observations regarding the importance of clean water to public health, our economy, 
and the environment. The importance of clean water has guided the agencies' efforts to clarify what 
waters are protected by the Clean Water Act after two U.S. Supreme Court cases. The agencies believe 
that public input is important to developing sound public policy. Thus, we published the draft guidance 
on May 2, 2011 for comment. The comment period closed July 31, 2011. We have received many 
thousands of comments, and are in the process of reviewing and analyzing the information and ideas 
submitted. 

The draft guidance reaffirms protections for small streams that feed into larger streams, rivers, bays and 
coastal waters, affecting the integrity of those waters. It also reaffirms protection for wetlands that filter 
pollution and help protect communities from flooding. This draft guidance would help protect the 
streams and wetlands that affect the quality of the water used for drinking, swimming, fishing, farming, 
manufacturing, tourism and other activities essential to the American economy and quality of life. It 
also would improve regulatory clarity, predictability, consistency and transparency. 

In the May 2, 2011, Federal Register Notice, the EPA and Corps stated that they expect to propose 
revisions to existing regulations to further clarify which waters are subject to Clean Water Act 
jurisdiction, consistent with the Supreme Court's decisions. This is still the intention of the EPA and 
Corps. 

Thank you for your continued interest and support of our nation's efforts to ensure clean water. If you 
have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations on 202-564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Nancy K. Stoner 
Acting Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http:/lwww.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable •Prlnllld wltll Vegetable 011 Building on Recycled Paper (Minimum 50% Poatcon•umer content) 



O!ongress of tip~ Dniteil ~tates 
musqington, ll(!t 20515 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 

Administrator 

November 17,2012 

U.S. Environmental Protection Administration 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washlngton, DC 20460 

Re: Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority's Application 

for a Revolving Loan Fund Grant 

Dear Administrator Jackson, 

We write to express our support for the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority's (DBRA) 
application for EPA grant funding to capitalize a Revolving Loan Fund (RLF) to help meet 
brownfield remediation and redevelopment needs in the City of Detroit. 

The redevelopment of brownfield sites is integral to economic recovery in the City of Detroit The 
remediation of contaminated sites is challenging for developers, however, and there is substantial 
need for financing assistance to help meet the unique costs of redeveloping these sites. We 
understand that there is a pipeline of important brownfield redevelopment projects that could move 
forward, with this financing assistance, to create jobs, generate new investment in Detroit, and 
improve public health and the environment. 

The creation of a Revolving Loan Fund administered by the DBRA will be a key step in helping 
developers clean up and transform brownfield sites into new productive uses. This effort to spur 
redevelopment and reinvestment in Detroit is of the utmost urgency, and the DBRA's application 
has our strong support. 

Sincerely, 

Carl Levin 
L'nited States Senator United States Senator 

~c~~. 
Gary C.:rs JoconyetS j; 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 
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~(fu~ 
Hansen Clarke 
Member of Congress 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

DEC - 7 2012 

OFFICE OF 
SOLID WASTE AND 

EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 2012, supporting the Brownfields Grant Proposal from the 
Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority in Michigan. I appreciate your interest in the Brownfields 
Program and your support of the proposal. 

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists states and 
communities throughout the country in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. This 
program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when people of all points of view work 
together to improve the environment and their communities. 

Last year's application process was highly competitive, with the EPA evaluating more than 600 grant 
proposals. From these proposals, the EPA announced the selection of approximately 200 grants. 

The EPA's selection criteria for grant proposals are available in the Proposal Guidelines for Brown.fields 
Assessment, Revolving Loan Fund, and Cleanup Grants (September 2012), posted on our brownfields 
website at www.epa.gov/brownjields. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and evaluated by a 
selection panel that applies these objective criteria in this highly competitive program. Be assured that 
the grant proposal submitted by the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority will be given every 
consideration. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call 
Raquel Snyder, in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Mathy eanislaus 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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C!rnngress nf f}ft l!tnittla ~tnt.es 
masqington, il({t 20515 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Administrator Jackson, 

June I 0, 2011 

On May 3, 2011, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published in the Federal Register a 
proposed rule for national emission standards for hazardous air pollutants from coal and oil· fired electric 
generation- the so·called "Utility MACT" rule. This proposed rule, unparalleled in its size and scope for 
maximum achievable control technology rule, presents a set of new regulations with possible wide· 
reaching impacts on the way our country generates and consumes electricity. Accordingly, such a dense 
and wide·ranging rulemaking requires thorough analysis and evaluation by stakeholders. We are writing 
to request that EPA extend the comment period beyond the 60 days, to a total of 120 days, in order to 
allow for the necessary analysis and ultimate comments on this very complex proposed rule. 

Like you, we believe constructive efforts must be made to reduce harmful emissions from our 
nation's electric utilities for the betterment of human health and the environment; this is the meritorious 
goal of the Clean Air Act. At the same time, we also must be mindful of the economic impact new 
regulations could have, especially with the complexity and breadth of applicability for this proposed rule 
being so significant. By EPA's own analysis, this proposed rule wi.JJ cost nearly $11 billion per year with 
retail electricity rates increasing by an average of 3. 7% annually. 

Moreover, errors in calculations have come to light since the rule was proposed on May 3. While 
EPA states that the errors will not have a significant impact on the limit for mercury at existing power 
plants, we believe that the public should have ample opportunity to examine the revised mercury 
calculations and comment on them. 

A request for an extension of the comment period would be consistent with the consent decree 
issued by the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia in April, 2010 where the court provides that 
EPA may modify the rulemaking process beyond the November deadline by providing notice and reasons 
for a modification. Clearly, the importance and complexity of this proposed rule, and the concerns cited 
above, warrant additional time for public consumption. 

We thank you in advance for your consideration. 

JA..S tJL__ ~+I ,L.t.- , 
Tim Holden 
Member of Congress 
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Mike Ross 
Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 

ohn Barrow 
Member of Congress 

~?<. 
Charles Gonzalez 
Member of Congress 

~(}~ 
Hansen Clarke 
Member of Congress 

Dan Boren 
Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

JUN 2 1 2011 

OFFICE OF 
AIR AND RADIATION 

Thank you for the letter of June 10, 2011, requesting an extension of the public comment period for the 
proposed "National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Coal- and Oil-fired Electric 
Utility Steam Generating Units and Standards of Performance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired Electric Utility, 
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional, and Small Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating 
Units" (the Mercury and Air Taxies Standards rule), which was published in the Federal Register on 
May 3, 20 11. The proposal identified a public comment period of 60 days; that period would end on 
July 5, 2011. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is extending the comment period by 30 
days to August 4. 

While we are extending the comment period, we are not seeking to extend the November 16, 2011 
deadline for signature of the final rule, and remain committed to meeting that deadline. 

The 30-day extension will have the effect of providing the public with a 140-day period to review the 
proposal. As you know, interested parties were aware ofthe posting on March 16, 2011 ofthe signed 
proposal on EPA's website (http://www.epa.gov/ttnlatw/utility/utilitypg.html), along with much of the 
pertinent supporting documentation (including the analyses used in establishing the proposed emission 
limits and the technical support documents). The proposal was published a little over 6 weeks later, on 
May 3, marking the beginning of the formal public comment period. Thus, as of August 4, the public 
will have been provided with approximately 140 days in total in which to review and provide written 
comments on the proposed rule and supporting documents and at least 60 days for other documentation 
that was not loaded onto the website until sometime after signature ofthe proposed rule. This comment 
period is significantly longer than statutorily required; however, given some of the substantive issues 
specific to this rulemaking, we are extending the period during which the public can submit comments. 

In the context of our commitment to meet the November 16 deadline for issuing the final rule, it is worth 
noting that others have reported to the agency that many companies have already made decisions in 
anticipation ofthe November 16, 2011 final rule. Most notably, companies have participated in capacity 
auctions for 2015 in which they factored in the existence ofthe Mercury and Air Taxies Standards rule. 
For example, in the PJM region, which includes 54 million customers in 13 Mid-Atlantic and 
Midwestern states, companies have committed resources (including existing power plants, new plants, 
upgraded plants, and energy efficiency and demand response) necessary to meet the region's 2015 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
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power needs. These companies are now, in effect, financially bound to meet these commitments. A 
similar capacity auction has also been conducted by ISO-New England with bidding reflecting the costs 
of conforming with the rule. 

Other system operators have undertaken planning, analysis, and related activities in preparation for 
compliance with the rule as well. These ongoing activities suggest that the regulated community would 
benefit at this point from the final rule being promulgated on schedule, as that would ensure that the 
affected companies and system operators were provided with full information on their compliance 
obligations under the rule. For these reasons- and in view, of course, of the crucial public health 
benefits provided by the rule, we believe that it is important to maintain the November 16 signature date 
for the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rule. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff may call 
Josh Lewis in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-2095. 

arthy 
Assistant Administrator 
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The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 

masqingtnn, il<!r 20515 
December 28, 2012 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

·We write to invite you to attend the 2013 North American International Auto Show 
(NAIAS) in Detroit, Michigan, during the week of January 14, 2013. 

The American automobile industry has made great strides in the few short years since the 
financial crisis of 2008. Millions of jobs were saved, and the domestic automakers were able to 
transform themselves once again into forward-thinking, viable companies. Show attendees will 
learn first-hand about the latest developments in the automobile industry by speaking directly to 
industry top executives. 

Detroit shines when hosting NAIAS because it is a showcase for the ingenuity of the 
American automobile industry. For the past few years, the show has also highlighted the 
perseverance of domestic automakers, which have restructured themselves and are now 
competitive on a global scale. Presidents, Vice Presidents, Cabinet Members, and Members of 
Congress all have visited NAIAS over the years, and we hope you are able to attend. We 
sincerely hope you will come see the great advances American automakers have made in terms 
of fuel economy, automotive safety, and overall vehicle quality, as well as experience their 
ongoing commitment to those advances in next year's models and concept cars. 

NAIAS is the automobile industry's most important event every year. In 2012, nearly 
5,300 journalists from 58 countries around the world attended the show. Over 770,000 people 
attended the public portion of the show, and its charity events raised $3 million. Over 23,000 
automotive professionals alone representing almost 2,000 companies attended the show's 
Industry Preview Days. 

We sincerely hope you will attend NAIAS next January to see first-hand and judge for 
yourself our automakers' dedication to being the best in the world, both now and in the future. 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. Should you have any questions, please have 
your staff contact Katie Murtha, who is coordinating this event, in Representative Dingell's 
office at 202-225-4071. 

U.S. Senator 
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The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 

December 8, 20 II 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania A venue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

We write to invite you to attend the 2012 North American International Auto 
Show (NAlAS) in Detroit during the week of January 9, 20 I2. The best days for a visit 
are the media preview days on January 9 and I 0. 

As you know, each year, Detroit shines as it hosts NAIAS. This is where the 
global automotive community comes together to witness the latest in technology and 
automotive business. Over the years, Presidents, Vice Presidents, Cabinet Secretaries, s 
well as Members of Congress from around the country, have attended to see not only th 
vehicles that will be on the road in the next couple of years but also the concept vehicle 
that indicate the future direction of the auto industry. Indeed, the Chevy Volt was 
premiered as a concept car at NAIAS in 2007. It is the industry's most substantive 
annual event and in addition to some of the automotive world's most eagerly anticipate 
new vehicle premieres, attendees at the opening days also gain unprecedented access to ! 
more of the industry's top leaders and thinkers than anywhere else in the hemisphere. I 

Because of the innovation shown at NAIAS in 2011, more than 5000 · 
journalists from 55 countries attended in an effort to gain insight into the latest and 
greatest technological advancements of the industry and its supply chain. More than 
735,000 visitors passed through the doors during public days. This show is uniquely 
positioned to be four shows in one- a media preview, an industry preview, a charity 
preview and a public show with a 9 day run. 

The upcoming NAIAS will showcase American automakers' return to 
profitability and their successful development and marketing of fuel-efficient vehicles 
with advanced technologies. These vehicles will be on display at the show, and symposi 
with original equipment manufacturers and suppliers will offer participants greater 
insight into the technological and strategic underpinnings of the domestic auto industry' 
resurgence. 
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It is our strong hope that you will attend NAIAS. Because the federal govern ent 
played a significant role in all three U.S. automakers' return to profitability, I believe ou 
will find great satisfaction in attending the show. Similarly, NAIAS offers you the 
opportunity to experience first-hand how sincerely domestic manufacturers value the 
taxpayers' investment and the concrete steps they have taken to repay that trust. 

I 
I 

Thank you for your kind consideration of this request. Should you have an~ 
questions, please feel free to contact one of us directly or have your staff contact Kati~ 
Murtha in Representative John Dingell's office at 202-225-4071. 1 

I 

John Conyers 
Member of Congress 

cfl~ 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

John D. Dingell 
Member of Congress 

~ e.(Gf/«, 
Dale Kildee 
Member of Congress 

U.S. Senator 

~()~ 
Hansen Clarke 
Member of Congress 

! 
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The Honorable Bob Perciasepe 
Acting Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Administrator Perciasepe: 

April29, 2013 
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I am writing in follow-up to my November letter that I sent to Administrator Lisa Jackson, along 
with Senators Carl Levin and Debbie Stabenow and Representatives John Dingell, John Conyers, 
and Sander Levin. In that letter, we outlined the importance of the Detroit Brownfield 
Repevelopment Authority's (DBRA) application for an EPA Revolving Loan Fund grant and 
how critical it is to urgent community redevelopment and job creation opportunities in Detroit. 

Over the past months, I have heard from stakeholders in Detroit how essential brownfields 
financing is to redevelopment efforts in the City. In the last year especially, momentum for 
redevelopment and transformation in Detroit has greatly accelerated. However, the lack of 
brownfields financing remains a significant barrier to redevelopment projects in many areas. In 
particular, the DBRA has seen a marked drop in brownfield redevelopment plans as other 
sources ofbrownfields financing have become unavailable. 

As I am sure you are aware, the need for reinvestment and redevelopment in Detroit is of the 
utmost importance. Brownfields financing is a vital tool in this effort at a critical time for the 
continuing turnaround efforts in the City. For this reason, I wanted to reiterate my support and 
ask that EPA provide the DBRA's application every appropriate consideration. You may contact 
me directly through my staffer, CeCe Grant, at (202) 225-5802 or cece.grant@mail.house.gov. 

Sincerely yours, 

Gary . Peters 
Member of Congress 

cc: Mathy Stanislaus, Assistant Administrator 
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

JUL 1 0 2013 
OFFICE OF 

SOLID WASTE AND 
EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

Thank you for your letter of Apri129, 2013 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), 
supporting the Brownfields Grant proposal from the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority in 
Michigan. I appreciate your interest in the Brownfields Program, and your support of the proposal. 

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists states and 
communities throughout the country in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. This 
program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when people of all points of view work 
together to improve the environment and their communities. The program is also highly competitive due 
to great demand for its resources from communities, states, tribal governments and nonprofit entities 
across the country. 

Unfortunately, the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority was unsuccessful in receiving a 
revolving loan fund grant this round because it did not score high enough on the ranking criteria 
established in the FY 13 Proposal Guidelines for Brownfield Assessment, Revolving Loan Fund, and 
Cleanup Grants (September 2012) posted on our brownfields website at www.epa.gov/brownfields. The 
EPA received over 650 grant proposals for consideration and had funds to award approximately 240 
grants from the highest ranking proposals. 

Each proposal was evaluated along with other proposals received by the deadline as part of the National 
Brownfields Program grant competition for FY 2013. All of the proposals were evaluated by panels 
consisting of EPA staff, as well as other Federal representatives. These panels assessed how well the 
proposals met the criteria outlined in the proposal guidelines. Applicants that were not selected in this 
competition can receive a comprehensive debriefing from our Regional reviewers to fully understand 
how future applications can be improved to be even more competitive. 

Again, thank you for your letter and for your interest in this Program. If you have further questions, 
please contact me or your staff may call Raquel Snyder, in EPA's Office of Congressional and 
Intergovernmental Relations, at 202-564-9586. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
us" 
inistrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
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Bharat Mathur 

(!Congress of tbt Wniteb fi,tates 
~ou~t ot 1\.tpresentatt\Jts 
mast.Jmaton, ll€ 20515 

January 25,2010 

Acting Regional Administrator 
US EPA Region 5 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Re: EPA RFP #OAR-OTA-09-10 

Dear Mr. Mathur, 

COMMITITE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES 
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CO\IMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY 

T~Cti'NOU)(iY ANIJ INNti\'AltON 

I am writing in regards to a grant proposal submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of 
the Rochester and Avon Schools Coalition under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance 
Program. 

This grant award would help reduce school bus idling in the community and around 
schools and improve the air that our students breathe. In addition, it would reduce fuel 
consumption by approximately 20,000 gallons of gasoline per year, resulting in significant 
savings for taxpayers. The grant award would lower the emissions of dangerous emissions, such 
as tine particulate mater, C02, and NOx. Finally, the proposal has the added benefit of 
protecting jobs in Oakland County and in other areas of Michigan, as the products utilized by 
this grant will be installed using U.S. labor and the idle reduction technologies are manufactured 
and assembled in Michigan. I feel strongly that this award supports our common goal of 
environmental stewardship and efficient use of tax dollars. 
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I urge you to give this application your fullest consideration. 

;;;c~ 
Gary C. Peters 
Member of Congress 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

FEB 2 4 2010 

OFFICE OF 
AIR AND RADIATION 

Thank you for your letter of January 25, 2010, to Bharat Mathur, Acting Regional 
Administrator ofthe U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 5 office. 
Your letter is in support of Rochester Community Schools, who is applying on behalf of 
Rochester and A von Schools Coalition for federal grant assistance for a diesel emissions 
reduction project. 

The request for applications for our recent National Clean Diesel Funding 
Assistance Program competition closed on December 8, 2009. EPA received the 
application from Rochester Community Schools before the deadline and it is therefore 
eligible to be considered for funding. EPA received 65 applications in response to the 
competition in EPA's Region 5 (which includes Michigan). These applications requested 
funding totaling approximately $81 million. EPA is presently evaluating all grant 
applications and plans to announce the winners of the competition in the next few 
months. 

EPA appreciates your interest in, and support of, the National Clean Diesel 
Campaign. The support and interest from members of Congress, as well as industry and 
corporate partners, educators, environmental groups, public health officials, and other 
community leaders who are committed to protecting our nation's health and modernizing 
America's in-use diesel fleet is important. This program allows us to work together to 
achieve the overall goal of reducing the public's exposure to air pollution from the 
existing fleet of diesel engines. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me 
or your staff may call Diann Frantz in EPA's Office of Congressional and 
Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668. 

na McCarthy 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

J;ouue ot 1\epresentattbes 
Ea~ington, ll€ 20515 

November 17,2011 

We are writing today to insist that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) delay the registration of 
fuels containing 15 percent ethanol (ElS) until adequate testing has shown that ElS will not damage 
engines and that misfueling concerns have been fully addressed. 

On June 1, 14 auto manufacturers were asked about the effects E 1 S on their engine operability. Without 
exception the manufacturers responded that the use of E IS, even in their newest vehicles, would damage 
engines, void warranties, and reduce fuel efficiency. The original letter and the responses from the auto 
manufacturers are attached for your review. 

Engine damage from E 1 S appears to be an even more significant risk in marine engines. In July 2009, 
The United States Coast Guard wrote to your agency to express its concerns with the introduction of 
higher ethanol blends. The Coast Guard argued that ethanol blended fuels were deteriorating components 
in the fuel system and causing fuel leaks. The letter went on to warn of the risk of fire and explosions: 

Increasing the blend to .E-15 can be expected to exacerbate any fuel system deterioration now 
being reported with E-1 0 blended gasoline. Fuel leaks such as those addressed above are a 
serious safety consideration because of the possibility of fuel accumulation in the bilges of these 
vessels causes an unacceptable level of risk for fire and explosion. 1 

A recent report from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) raises additional concerns 
regarding the use ofEIS in marine engines.1 NREL studied the effects ofEIS in three different marine 
engines and documented serious problems in each. The report found that E15 caused the engines to run at 
significantly higher temperatures, which resulted in damage to the engines' valves and pistons. 
According to NREL, after two months of exposure to EIS, "the signs of deterioration were evident." 
Further, NREL found that the tested engines "had poor run quality (intermittent misfire or partial 

1 Letter, United States Coast Guard to the Environmental Protection Agency (July 2, 2009). 
1 David Hilbert, A Study ofthe Effects ofRuMing Guoline with 15% Ethanol Concentration in Current Production 
Outboard Four-Stroke Engines and Conventional Two-Stroke, National Renewable Energy Lab (Junel6, 2010-
June 30, 2011). 
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combustion events) when operated on E 1 S fuel after 300 hours of endurance. ,,3 Indeed, one of the 
engines tested failed after 256 hours and could not even complete the durability tests. 

While the EPA's ElS partial waiver is only applicable to cars and trucks produced in 2001 or later, the 
EPA must understand that it does not regulate in a theoretical vacuum. Ethanol is currently cheaper than 
gasoline.4 IfElS is registered by the EPA. then as with EIO, it is likely to crowd out other fuels from the 
marketplace. Misfueling is not only inevitable, it may become unavoidable. 

Furthennore, we do not believe that the EPA has sufficiently demonstrated that ElS is safe for cars and 
trucks manufactured after 2001. We are not alone in this concern. Recent testing by the Coordinating 
Research Council on engine durability showed that EIS could cause engine failure. Nonetheless, the EPA 
appears committed to allowing EIS's introduction despite mounting evidence of potential harm. 

Again, we urge you to delay the registration of fuels with 1 S percent ethanol until sufficient testing can be 
completed to demonstrate that ElS is in fact safe for engines and that misfueling can be avoided. 

Sincerely, 

STEVE WOMACK 
Member of Congress 

3 /d. 

Member of Congress 

p~ 
Member of Congress 

4 While the per gallon pric:e of ethanol may be lower than gasoline, a gallon of ethanol contains only 70 pcrtent as 
much energy u a gallon of gasoline. As a result, ethanol is generally more expensive than gasoline on a price per 
vehicle mile travelled. 



&!NQiJAVLE 
Member of Consrcas 

WALBERG 
Member of Congress 

JIM MATHESON 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

BREIT GUTHRIE 
ongress 

Member of Congress ~ 

~~ 
Member of Congress 

-



--rt:Lrk 
MIKE MCINTYRE$ 
Member of Congress 

~:;.,~ .. 
ULBRO 

Enclosure 
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CHELLIE PINGREE 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Member of Congress 
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Mr. Dan Akerson 

~ongre~9' of tbe llniteb i>tnte9' 
~ou~t of il\tprtsttntnU\Je~ 

imln&blngton, me: 20515-4005 
Juno I, 2011 

Chalnnan and Chief Executive Officer 
Oonernl Motoa'S 
300 Renaissance Center 
Detroit, Ml 48265 

Dear Ma·. Akerson: 
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l'oll~lll: 

As you know, tho Environmental Protection Agency (BPA) recently approved a blond of 15 percent 
ethanol (815) foruso In cnrs nnd trucks of Model Yonr 200 I or latca·. This Is n SO percent increase ft'Om 
tho curl'ont allowable nmount. 

I Introduced leaisl11tion in this Conaress to block tho EPA 'a authority to lncl'ease ethnnol blonds beyond 
I 0 pel'cent. In ncldltlon to tho environmental and health Issues related to this Increase, I am concerned that 
BPA has not adequately considered tho negative effects this could have on engines. 

To hell> f'aollltalo my \VOI'k on the House Commlttoo on Science, S1mco, nnd Technology, and to address 
the concerns of my constituents, I would greatly npprccinto your I'CSI>onse to tho followins questions: 

I. /\1'0 you confldont that yom· cars and trucks from model yeaa· 2001 and lnte1· will not be damaged 
by or wea1· more quickly from use of B 15? 

2. Will your current WIIITftnty cover potential l>t'oblems stemming ti'Om tho uso ofn 15 In cars and 
trucks from model year 2001 nnd later? 

3. Will Bl5 affect the fuel efficiency ofyom cnalnes? 

B IS could become available within tho )'CRt', and your nnswers could be of gl'eat value in reducing 
consumer con nasion. I appreciate your prompt response. If you huve nny questions, plenso contact Mntt 
l~lscnlus nt (202) 225·51 0 I. 

Sincerely, 

ouso Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 



Mr. Dan Akerson 
June 1, 2011 
Page 2 

cc: The Honol'able Ralph Hall 
Chairman, Committee on Science, St>ace,nnd Technology 

Tl1c Honornble Eddie Bemice Johnson 
Ranking Membel', Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 



Company 
BMW ol North America, LLC 

BMW Group Company 

OHJceaddrese 

200 Chestnut Ridge 
Road 

Woodclilf Lake, NJ 07677 

Telephone 
(201)571-5071 

Fax 
(201) 571-5479 

E·mall 
T om.BalogaObmwna.com 

BMW Group 
June 23, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice-Chairman 
House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Dear Mr. Vice-Chairman: 

This is in response to your June 1, 2011 letter r~garding the recent approvals by 
the EPA to permit a gasoline blend of 15 percent ethanol (E15) for use In model 
year 2001 and later passenger cars and light trucks. Our Chairman asked me to 
respond to your request. 

On behalf of BMW of North America, LLC (BMW NA), please find below your 
questions followed by our answers. 

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and 
later will not be damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? 

BMW NA Response: No. BMW Group engines and fuel supply systems 
can be damaged by misfueling with E15. BMW has designed its engines 
and fuel systems to operate with gasoline up to E 1 0 and our owners have 
already experienced damage when, for example, a gasoline terminal mixes 
greater than 1 0% ethanol into the tanker. As a result of periodic damage, 
BMW NA has issued Service Information Bulletins (attached) warning of 
potential damage, and our dealers have ethanol test kits to measure the 
percentage of ethanol in the vehicle's tank. 

Damage appears In the form of very rapid corrosion of fuel pump parts, 
rapid formation of sludge in the oil pan, plugged filters, and other damage 
that is very costly to the vehicle owner. 

As you would expect, engines and fuel systems already on the road cannot 
be retroactively designed to be compatible with ethanol blends higher than 
used for the original design. 

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from 
the use of E151n cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

BMW NA Response: No. Our warranty states that it does not cover 
malfunctions caused by use of fuels containing more than 1 0% ethanol. 
Our dealers have an alcohol detection tool to Identify ethanol blends that 
exceed the allowable 10% maximum. We anticipate that the owners of 
vehicles damaged by higher levels of ethanol will be frustrated, 
notwithstanding the warnings contained in our warranty booklets. 



3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

Response: Yes. Engine compression ratios, turbo~ charging pressures, . 
and control mapping are designed to optimize fuel economy, performance, 
and emissions based on a maximum of E1 0. Since ethanol has about 34% 
less energy than gasoline, an engine designed to run on up to E1 0 will 
suffer a corresponding loss in fuel economy. More importantly, use of . 
ethanol blends higher than E1 0 in the wrong engines will result in drivability 
problems at high and low temperatures including hard starting, stalling, and 
hesitation. 

Recommendations 

BMW NA respectfully makes the following recommendations if increased percentages of 
ethanol in gasoline are required: 

• Legacy E1 0 gasoline must be required by law for the next 15 years to accommodate 
vehicles, motorcycles, and other power equipment currently in use that would be 
damaged by E10+. 

• Implementation of effective efforts to prevent misfueling, Including requiring strong 
language on pump labels on E1 0+ pumps that warn of damage from misfueling and 
advise users to 11Check your owner's manual for ethanol ~arnings," and consider the 
use of a different nozzle size for E1 0+ pumps to diminish the chance of inadvertent 
misfueling. 

• An ethanol misfueling owner reimbursement clearinghouse, funded by the ethanol 
industry, should be established by law to allow owners to recoup repair costs from 
misfueling damage. Vehicle OEMs and gas station owners should be indemnified from 
damages caused by misfueling. 

• By law, before a gas station storage tank is filled with ethanol blends greater than EO or 
E1 0 for the first time, the tank must be cleaned and filters installed to prevent newly
dissolved dirt caused by water and alcohol from being pumped into consumers' tanks. 

• In general, we favor the introduction of an increase to E20 in ethanol content together 
with a 5 year minimum lead time for engine and fuel system developers. 

Page2 



If you or your staff has further questions, please contact me at 201 ~571 ~5071. 

Sincerely, · 

~oga(2_~ 
Vice President,Engineering US 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

Enclosures 
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~ Service Information 
fill Fuel Systems 813 05 1 0 

This Service Information bulletin replaces Sl 813 04 06 dated August 2006. 

SUBJECT 

Testing Fuel Composition 

MQDEL 

All 

SITUATION 

Page 1 of 2 

Aprll2011 

Technical Service 

Fuel blends containing a high percentage of alcohol (1 0% and above), mainly ethanol, are becoming 
more commercially available. Usage of E85 or any other high alcohol content blend (e.g., E30) In 
BMW vehicles will cause various drlvability complaints (cold start problems, stalling, reduced 
·performance, poor fuel economy, etc.); may cause excessive emissions; and may cause Irreversible 
damage to engine, emission control and fuel delivery systems due to incompatibility of materials with 
alcohols. Refer to Sl B13 01 06 Alcohol Fuel Blends In BMW Vehicles for complete details. 

In order to correctly diagnose various drivability complaints caused by fuel blends with a high level of 
ethanol content, BMW Is providing you with an electronic fuel composition tester. 

PROCEDURE 

Safety Precaytloos: 

OHUSOOOI1·1& 

Fuel Composition Tester 
P/N 83 30 0 439 685 

Refer to B04 04 11 for more details. 

• Gasoline Is highly flammable; observe normal precautions for working with flammable liquids. 
Perform all tests away from any source of ignition. A class B fire extinguisher must be available. 

• Wear protective eye protection with side shields and Nitrile rubber gloves for handling the tester. 

• Please adhere to any applicable OSHA regulations when handling gasoline. 

• . Dispose of the mixture according to local, state and federal regulations. 

Refer to the attached procedure for testing the fuel composition of gasoline. 
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WARRANTY INFORMATION 

Component damage, malfunctions, or any drivability problems verified to be caused by the use of 
fuels containing more than 10% ethanol (or other oxygenates with more than 2.8% oxygen by weight) 
will not be covered under BMW warranties as this Is not con.sldered a defect in materials or 
workmanship. Always document the results found on the vehicle repair order whenever performing 
this test. · 



~ Service Information 
"' Fuel Systems 813 01 06 
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May 2011 

Technical Service 

This Service Information bulletin supersedes Sl B13 01 06 dated Sept$mber 2006. 

·t Changes to this revision are identified by a black bar. 

SUBJECT 

Alcohol Fuel Blends In BMW Vehicles 

MODEL 

All with gasoline engines 

SITUATION 

Fuel blends containing a high percentage (abqve 1 0%) of alcohol, mainly ethanol, are becoming more· 
commercially available. Customers inquire about the possibility of using alcohol fuels (e.g., E85) in 
BMW vehicles. 

INFQRMATIQN 

Fuels containing up to and Including 10% ethanol; or other oxygenates with up to 2.8% oxygen by 
weight, that Is, 15% MTBE (methyl tertiary butyl ether); or 3% methanol plus an equivalent amount of 
cosolvent will not void the applicable warranties with respect to defects In materials or workmanstllp. 

Usage of such alcohol fuel blends may result in drivability, starting: and stalling problems due to 
. reduced volatility and lower energy content of the fuel. Those drlvablllty problems may be especially 

evident under certain environmental conditions such as high or low ambient temperatures and high 
altitude. 

Only specially adapted vehicles {FFV- Flexible Fuel Vehicles) can run on high alcohol fuel blends. 
BMW, for the various technical and environmental reasons explained below, does not offer FFV 
models. 

Usage of E85 or any other high-alcohol content blend (e.g., E30) In BMW vehicles will cause various 
drivability complaints (cold-start problems, stalling, reduced performance, poor fuel economy, etc.); 
rnay cause excessive emissions; and may cause irreversible damage to engine, emission control and 
fuel delivery systems due to incompatibility of materials with alcohols. 
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General Notes Regarding E85 Fuel 

E85 fuel contains 85% (by volume) ethanol and 15% gasoline. Ethanol can be produced chemically · 
from ethylene or biologically fr~m grains, agricultural wastes, or any organic material containing starch 
or sugar. In the US, ethanol is mainly produced from corn and is classified as a renewable fuel. 

Similar to gasoline, ethanol contains hydrogen and carbon with additional oxygen molecules built into 
Its chemical chain. This chemical structure makes ethanol's burning process slightly cleaner than 
gasoline (lower tailpipe. emissions). 

On the other hand, due to lower carbon content, ethanol provides 27% less energy (for identical 
volume) than gasoline, resulting In reduced fuel economy of E85 vehicles (approximately 22% higher 
consumption). Increased fuel consumption requires appropriately enlarged fuel tank capacities 
(usually a 30% Increase), and specific DME calibrations .for E85lower stoichiometric air/fuel ratio (10 
compared to 14.7 for gasoline engines). 

E85 fuel volatility is typically lower than gasoline (RVP 6-10 psi, compared to 8-15 psi for gasoline). 
Lower fuel volatility will reduce vehicle evaporative emissions, but It may cause cold-starting problems, 
especially with lower ambient temperatures. 

Under certain environmental conditions, mainly lower ambient temperatures, ethanol separates from 
the gasoline/alcohol mixture and absorbs water. The ethanol-absorbed water molecules are heavier 
than gasoline or ethanol; they remain at the bottom of fuel tank and, when Introduced Into the 
combustion process, they tend to form an extremely lean mixture resulting In misfire, rough idle and 
cold-starting problems. 

Certain materials commonly used with gasoline are totally Incompatible with alcohols. When these 
materials come In contact with ethanol, they may dissolve In the fuel, which may damage engine 
components and may resuh In poor vehicle drivablllty.' 

Some metals (e.g., zinc, brass, lead, aluminum) become degraded by lo11g exposure to ethanol fuel 
blends. Also, some nonmetallic materials used in the automotive Industry such as natural rubber, 
polyurethane, cork gasket material, leather, polyvinyl chloride (PVC), polyamldes, methyl-methacrylate 
plastics, and certain thermo and thermoset plastics degrade when In contact with fuel ethanol. 

In order to safely and effectively operate a motor vehicle running on E85, the vehicle must be 
compatible with alcohol use. Some manufacturers have developed vehicles called FFV (Flexible· Fuel 
Vehicle) that can operate on any blend of ethanol and gasoline (from 0% ethanol and 100% gasoline 
to 85% ethanol and 15% gasoline). Ethanol FFVs are similar to gasoline vehicles, with main 
differences In materials used In fuel management and delivery systems, and DME control module 
calibrations. In some cases, E85 vehicles also require special lubricating oils. 

Aftermarket conversions of gasoline-powered vehicles to ethanol-fueled vehicles, although possible, 
are not recommended, due to Internal materials and DME software Incompatibility as well as the high 
costs of conversion. 

In order to correctly diagnose various drlvablllty complaints caused by fuel blends with a high level of 
ethanol content, refer to Sl 813 05 10, Testing Fuel Composition for applicable tools and procedures. 

WARRANTY INFORMATION 

Components damage/malfunctions or any drivabllity problems caused by the use of fuels containing 
more than 10% ethanol (or other oxygenates with more than 2.8% oxygen by weight) will not be 
covered under BMW warranties with respect to defects In materials or workmanship. 



CHRYSLER 

June 23, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice-Chairman 
House Committee on Science, Space and Technology 
U.S. House of Representatives 
2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

Jody Trapasso 
Sr.!lrior Vrcc President 

E~tmnal Affair~ 

Sergio Marchionne asked me to respond to your June 1, 2011 letter requesting 
information about the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA or-Agency) 
decisions to allow the use of 15 percent ethanol (E15) in passenger cars and 
light trucks beginning with the 2001 Model Year (MY). 

Beginning in the late 1970's, Chrysler was one of the first automakers to endorse 
and support the use of "gasohol" (i.e., gasoline with up to 10 percent ethanol, or 
E10). Since then, all of our conventional gasoline-fueled cars ~nd trucks have 
been designed and warranted for E10 operation. Chrysler has also produced 
Flexible-Fuel Vehicles (FFVs) since the 1998 MY and voluntarily committed that 
50 percent of our fleet produced by 2012 will be capable of operating on 
renewable fuels. These vehicles are designed, warranted and developed to 
operate on gasoline, E85 ethanol or any blend in between. 

While Chrysler has been a strong advocate of renewable fuels, we have 
concerns about the potential harmful effects of E 15 in engines and fuel systems 
that were not designed for use of that fuel. In cooperation with other automakers, 
we have been conducting tests of vehicles in the 2001 and later model year 
vintage to assess the effect of E15 on their engines and fuel systems. Prior to 
EPA's decisions to allow E15, we had requested that the Agency defer from 
niaking any decisions regarding higher ethanol blends for conventional vehicles 
until existing testing programs have been completed and the data fully evaluated. 

Cl11y·;lc•r GrOllp LI.C . CIMS <):l(,.Q{).(K) i 1,101 II Street. NW, Stlilc 700 I Wilshmt;ton, DC USf1 : 20005 
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..... , 

Susan M. Clschke 
Group Vice Presldent-Sustalnablllty, 
Environment & Safety Engineering 

The Honorable James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice-Chairman, House c·ommittee on 
Science, Space, and Technology 
Rayburn House Office Building, Room 2449 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

World Headquarters 
One American Road 
Dearborn, Ml48126-2798 U.S.A 

June 8, 2011 

Alan Mulally has asked me to respond to your letter of June 1 regarding the introduction of E15 
fuel into the marketplace. 

At Ford, we recognize the need to increase the use of biofuels to meet the country's goals of 
energy security and reduced greenhouse gas emissions. Ford has produced, and continues to 
offer, a substantial number of flexible fuel vehicles (FFV) capable of operating on E85 (85% 
ethanol) across many models. The renewable fuel standard, passed into law in 2007, requires 36 
billion gallons of biofuels to be blended into transportation fuel by 2022. In order to meet that 
goal, the country needs to increase the use of ethanol beyond the 10% (E10) used today, but 
needs to do so in a fashion that does not have a negative impact on the legacy fleet. 

This can be accomplished by taking a prospective approach to the introduction of mid-level 
blends whereby manufacturers, provided with enough lead time, can design new vehicles with the 
capability of accommodating the new fuel. Likewise, the lead time will give fuel providers an 
opportunity to prepare to make the new fuel available nationwide. In contrast, an approach in 
which fuel speCifications are changed abruptly, and the new fuel is allowed to be used on vehicles 
that were not designed for it, is likely to lead to undesirable outcomes for consumers, the new 
fuel, and the legacy vehicles. 

Below are answers to your specific questions: 

Q1 Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? 

Ford does not support the introduction of E 15 into the marketplace for the legacy fleet. The entire 
legacy fleet of non-FFVs, including vehicles built in model year 2001 and later, consists of 
vehicles that were designed to operate in a range of fuels from pure gasoline up to a blend of 10 
percent ethanol (E10) --not E15. We remain concerned that legacy fleet, operating on a fuel the 
vehicles were not designed for, will not meet customer expectations for quality, durability, 
performance and fuel economy, as well as legal requirements to meet emission standards and 
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on-board diagnostiQ regulations. Efforts to increase renewable fuel use must be carried out in a 
way that does not create undue risks and problems for existing vehicles on the road. 

Q2 Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E151n 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

The owners' manuals for these legacy vehicles do not identify E15 as a fuel that may be used in 
the vehicles. They go on to say that the use of a fuel not approved in the ow('lers' manual is 
considered misfueling, and that any damage resulting from misfueling is not covered by the 
warranty. To the extent that E15 is introduced into commerce, we will work with our customers 
and dealerships as best we can to address any potential concerns, but we cannot redesign 
vehicles that have already been built and sold. 

Q3 Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

Going from the generally available E1 0 fuel to E15 will not have a significant impact on the 
efficiency of the engine, but because ethanol contains less energy per a given volume of fuel, 
customers will experience slightly lower miles per gallon when driving on E 15 versus E 10. 

Ford appreciates the opportunity to provide our views on this subject. Thanks again for your 
continued support of the automotive industry. 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall 

Sincerely, 

~Me;.~ 
Group Vice President 
Sustainability, Environment & Safety Engineering 
Ford Motor Company 

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 



Via Fax: 202-225-3190 

July 6, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
United States House of Representatives 
2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Sensenbrenner: 

l{ulwr·t E. Fl'r~u•un 
Vi~.: l'r.:sid.:nt 
<ilnhall'uhlk l'oli~~ 

{ il:m:ral l\·1otor' Com pan) 
15 .Hassacfm,·,,tf' :11-.•nuc . .\'II 
Suite 40(1 
Washington, l>t' 200() I 
Phon.:: 202-775-50ri7 
l'a.\: 202-775-5023 

Thank you for your letter of June I, 20 II, to General Motors Chairman and CEO, Dan Akerson, 
regarding EPA's recent approval of a partial waiver for use of E 15 in light duty cars and trucks for model 
years 200 l and later. The questions that you raise in your letter are certainly timely and important. 

General Motors, as part ofthe Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, has commented extensively to EPA 
on the potential adverse effects of increasing ethanol content in gasoline by 50% and allowing its use in 
vehicles not designed for its use. In addition to the concerns expressed in our specific responses to your 
questions regarding the 2001 and newer model year products provided below, we are very concerned 
about the possibility of mis-fueling in pre-200 I vehicles and our marine products in contravention of EPA 
intentions and regulations. It is clear to us, as it is to others, that the controls envisioned by EPA will not 
prevent such mis-fueling situations from occurring. 

With regard to the specific questions raised in your letter, the following are our specific responses: 

I. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be damaged by or 
wear more quickly from the use of E 15? Response: No, we are not confident that our cars and trucks 
from model year 2001 and later will be undamaged by the use of E 15 nor are we confident that they will 
not wear more quickly from the use of ElS. As Administrator Jackson made clear in her remarks, EPA's 
analysis focused on the effects ofEJ5 on emissions systems rather than overall durability. GM, along 
with many others, encouraged EPA to wait for on-going testing to be completed prior to making a 
decision on the E IS waiver request. 

The Coordinating Research Council (CRC)• is managing several on-going tests. One of these has 
documented deterioration in engine valve sealing in late model vehicles as a result ofE15 and E20 usage. 
This deterioration was expected to a degree, because modifications were made to these components for 
use in vehicles designed to operate on E85. Some proportion of vehicle engines that were not designed 
for E85 use are likely to prove sensitive to increased ethanol levels and the CRC testing is finding that to 
be the case. 
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Another CRC test program has discovered anomalous performance of tank fuel system components. 
Again, many of these components are upgraded for ethanol tolerance on Flexfuel vehicles. A program to 
follow-up these screening tests is now being started to develop statistical data. 

CRC testing also predicts an increase in vehicle performance problems that will trigger illumination of the 
vehicle Malfunction Indicator Light (MIL) as a result of increased ethanol in the fuel. This malfunction 
would not represent a real vehicle fault and the correction would be a return to the recommended fuel. 
Concerns have been raised with the EPA by the New York Department of Environmental Quality, among 
others, about how these false MILs would affect driver's response to illuminated MILs and the state 
inspection and maintenance programs that rely on these signals. Further testing to confirm this result is 
on-going. 

There are five CRC test programs on-going. Three of these, Base Engine Durability, On-Board 
Diagnostics (OBD) Evaluation, and Vehicle Fuel Systems Durability, are expected to finish in 2011. The 
other two, Evaporative Emissions Durability and Emissions Inventory and Air Quality Modeling, are 
expected to complete in 2012. These are lengthy test programs because durability effects over a 
substantial portion of a vehicle's like cannot be evaluated quickly nor without rigorous vehicle testing. 

2. Will your current warranty cover the potential problems stemming from the use of E 15 in cars and 
trucks from model year 2001 and later? Response: Our current owner's manuals instruct owners not to 
use fuel containing more than 10% ethanol unless they are FlexFuel vehicles. Not following these 
instructions would constitute mis-fueling. Vehicle damage attributed to mis-fueling would not be covered 
under the new vehicle warranty. 

3. Will E 15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? Response: The increased ethanol content wi II 
affect vehicle volumetric fuel economy (MPG), which is what our customers are most concerned about. 
Ethanol has only two thirds the volumetric energy content of gasoline. Adding 5% ethanol to E I 0, 
making E 15, should reduce vehicle volumetric fuel economy by approximately I. 7%. This would make a 
total reduction relative to gasoline of approximately 5.1 %. DOE testing cited by EPA in its E 15 waiver 
has extensively documented fuel economy losses that match these theoretical predictions. 

We hope these answers help frame the issues that still need to be fully addressed in evaluating the 
appropriateness of EPA granting an E 15 waiver. Thank you for inquiring about these important issues. 

Sincerely, 

* http://www.crcao.org/about/index.html, 
http://www .crcao.org/news/M id%20Levei%20Ethanol%20program/index.html 



June 13, 20 II 

Hon. F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice Chairman 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4905 

Dear Mr. Vice Chairman: 

:HOND.A 
Honda North ""-'oa, Inc. 
1001 G Street, N.W Suite 950 
WashingiOtl. D.C 20001 
Phooe (202) 661 ..4400 

Mr. Tetsuo lwamura, President and Chief Executive Office of American Honda Motor 
Company, Inc., has asked that I respond to your June I, 20 II, letter regarding the Environmental 
Protection Agency's recent approval of a blend of 15 percent ethanol (El5) for use in cars and 
trucks of Model year 200 I or later. You have raised the following three questions: 

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? 

As you know, the Clean Air Act requires motor vehicle manufacturers to certify that the 
vehicles they sell will meet or exceed emissions standards in effect at the time each vehicle is 
introduced into commerce. There are specific testing protocols that must be employed for 
certification, including specifications for fuels used in the vehicles during testing. As a result, 
we engineer our vehicles to meet or exceed the standards utilizing the prescribed test fuel, which 
never has contained ethanol. However, given the fuels prevalent in the market over the last 
decade, the engines in Model Year 200 I later vehicles were built to operate on fuels with ethanol 
concentrations of up to I 0% (E I 0). 

Authorizing the sale of E 15 in 20 I 0 for vehicles built after 2001 presents an obvious problem for 
auto manufacturers- vehicle engines were not designed or built to accommodate the higher 
concentrations of ethanol. The differences between E I 0 and E 15, including E IS's higher oxygen 
content, lower energy COJ)tent and heightened corrosivity, require use of more robust component 
materials and different engine calibrations. The engines in our Model Year 2001 and later 
vehicles do not have those necessary materials or calibrations. 

In our owner's manuals, Honda requires its customers to refuel their vehicles with El 0 or below. 
The impact of E 15 on our engines is not completely known at this stage, although there appears 
to be the potential for·engine failure. During the EPA's consideration ofthe partial waiver 
approving the use of E 15, Honda and its trade association, the Association of International 
Automobile Manufacturers (AIAM) (now known as Global Automakers), urged the agency to 
defer its decision until such time as the testing program on the impact of E 15 on vehicles is 
complete. The testing is being managed by the Coordinating Research Council (CRC), an 
independent organization funded by the automobile and oil industries, with limited contributions 
from the U.S. government. Honda is a member of the CRC and active in its testing. 



It is unfortunate that EPA did not wait for the results of the seven major test programs that are 
being undertaken by CRC. These programs include critical tests for engine durability and fuel 
system material compatibility. Potential E15-related failures have already been identified in 
some of these programs, including the possible confounding of a vehicle's on-board diagnostic 
system. This can lead to illumination of the "check engine" light when in fact there is no 
malfunction, or the failure of the light to illuminate when there~ a problem. 

Because El5 has not been in the market and our engines were not designed for its use, we do not 
have a detailed understanding of the implications of the widespread use of the fuel in our 
vehicles. However, these early results from the CRC testing cause us concern. The CRC studies 
are due to be completed beginning in late-2011. 

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

As noted above, Honda products were designed, built and certified to operate on EIO and below. 
Use of higher blends could compromise the vehicle's warranty. 

3. Will El5 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

Ethanol contains less energy than gasoline on a gallon-for-gallon basis. Accordingly, customers 
can expect to experience about 5%- 6% inferior fuel economy using El S rather than EO (the 
difference between E 10 and E 15 will be smaller). Customers using E85 (in a vehicle designed to 
use E85) instead ofElO will experience about a 27% decrease in fuel economy. For example, a 
vehicle that gets 300 miles to the tank on today' s gasoline will likely achieve only about 219 
miles to the tank with E-85. 

If you have further questions regarding El5, please feel free to contact me at (202) 661-4400. 

Sincerely, 

~A_ 
.J---./'-iV ~ 
Edward B. Cohen 
Vice President 
Government & Industry Relations 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall, Chairman 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson, Ranking Member 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 



HVUnDRIMDTDRCDMPRnY 
Washington Office 

1660 L Street, NW, Suite 620 
Washington, DC 20036 

TEL: (202) 296·5550 FAX: (202) 296-6436 

June 30, 201 1 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner 
Vice-Chaitman 
Committee on Space, Science and Technology 
United States House of Representatives 
2449 Raybum House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenncr: 

Thank you for your June l, 2011 letter to John Krafcik, President, Hyundai Motor America 
("Hyundai") regarding the Envirorunental Protection Agency's (EPA) partial waiver decisions 
pem1itting the use of gasoline blended with up to 15 percent ethanol (E15) in 2001 model year 
(MY) and newer passenger cars and light-duty trucks. 

Hyundai recommends that before any new fuel is introduced into the marketplace, 
comprehensive, independent and objective scientific testing be completed to show that the fuel 
will not increase air pollution, harm engines, or endanger consumers. Further, Hyundai 
recommends the establishment of adequate protections to prevent misfueling. 

Your letter asks for responses to several questions regarding E15. The questions and Hyundai's 
responses are shown below. 

I. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly for use of E 15? 

The EPA tests failed to conclusively show that the vehicles will not be subject to damage 
or increased wear. Hyundai therefore has 110 basis to conclude that its vehicles will not 
be damaged by or wear more quickly due to the use of E15. 
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2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E 15 in 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

Hyundai owner's manuals state: "Vehicle damage or drivability problems may not be 
covered by the manufacturer's warranty if they result from the use of gasohol containing 
more than 10 percent ethanol..." The manuals also state "Do not use gllsohol (gasoline
ethanol mixture) containing more than 10 percent ethanol ... ". 

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

El 5 will negatively affect the fuel efficiency of Hyuudai engines because ethanol has 
lower energy content than gasoline. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our recommendations and to respond to your questions. If 
you have any questions about this infonnation, please me at kmhcnnessey@hyundai-dc.com or 
at 202-296-5550. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen M. Hennessey 
Vice President- Government Affairs 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall 
Chainnan, Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

John Krafcik 
President, Hyundai Motor America 



@ 
KIA MOTORS 

July 1, 2011 

Kia Motors Corporation Washington Office 
1660 L Street, NW, Suite 201 
Washington, DC 20036 
Tel: 202-503-1515 Fax: 202-503-1516 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 

Vice-Chairman, House Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

United States House of Representatives 

Room 2499 

Rayburn House Office Building 

Washington, DC 20515-5101 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner, 

Thank you for your June 1, 201lletter to Kia Group President and Chief Executive Officer Byung Mo Ahn 

inquiring on Kia's views of ethanol blends and the Environmental Protection Agency {EPA) efforts to 

change the levels of use by 50 percent or to an E15 level. We are honored to be asked to comment on 

your work for the House Committee on Science, Space and Technology and are pleased to respond to 

your specific questions on ElS. 

Overall, Kia believes more testing is required before introducing a new fuel into the marketplace. 

Scientific review can determine the positive and negative impact a new fuel can have on air quality, 

consumer acceptance and engine durability. 

We have addressed your questions outlined in the June 11etter: 

Question One on confidence that our cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear out more quickly from the use of E15; EPA testing failed to determine that vehicles 

will not be subject to damage or increased wear. Therefore Kia has no basis to conclude that vehicles 

will not be damaged by or wear out faster due to the use of E15. 

Question Two concerning current warranties and potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later; On pages 9-10 of the Warranty Manual, Kia states: 

" Improper maintenance or the use of other than the specified fuel, oil or lubricants recommended in 

your Owner's Manual. It is your obligation to ensure that you obtain all fuels, oils and lubricants from 

reliable vendors using quality products which meet the Kia specifications identified in your Owner's 

Manual. In the event that problems result to your vehicle due to service from vendors who use 

reduced quality products, your vehicle warranties will not provide coverage." 



@ 
KIA MOTORS 

Kia Motors Corporation Washington Office 
1660 l Street, NW, Suite 201 
Washington, DC 20036 
Tel: 202-503-1515 Fax: 202-503-1516 

Kia's Owner's Manual in section 1, page 3 provides that owner's shouldn't use anything greater than 

10% ethanol and that a 15% mixture will damage the vehicle. (Kia Warranty and Owner's Manuals are 

attached for your review) 

Question Three on the effect of E15 on the fuel efficiency of our engines; Kia believes that E15 will lead 

to degradation in fuel efficiency due to the lower energy content than gasoline. 

Thank you for your letter and the opportunity to share our views on E15. If you have further comments 

or questions, I can be reached on 202 503-1515 or jta@kia-dc.com. 

Sincerely, 

John T. Anderson 

Director, Kia Government Affairs 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall 

Chairman, Chairman Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 

Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

Mr. Byung Mo Ahn 

Group President and Chief Executive Officer 

Kia Motors America 



Mazda North American Operations 

June 7, 201 I 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner 
Vice-Chairman 
House Committee on Science, Space and Technology 
United States House of Representatives 
2449 Rayburn House Otlice Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4905 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

James J. O'Sullivan 
f'res1den1 ilrcl CEO 

We appreciate receiving your June I, 2011 letter regarding BPA 's two partial waiver decisions that 
permit the sale of gasoline containing up to 15 percent ethanol (E 15) for 200 I model year (MY) and 
newer passenger cars and light trucks. We believe that increasing the allowable ethanol content in 
gasoline by SO percent will have unintended consequences for auto manufacturers, consumers, fuel 
suppliers and distributors. Mazda's primary concern about an E15 waiver is the overriding need for 
consumer satisfaction. 

Specifically, your letter asks for responses to the following three questions. Our responses are 
provided below. 

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will oot be 
damaged by or wear mor:e quickly from use of El5? 

No, we are not at all confident that there will not be damage to MY 2001 and later vehicles 
that are fueled with E 15. In our view, the record fails to demonstrate that motor vehicles (other 
than FFVs) would not be damaged and result in failures when run on E 15. No Mazda vehicles 
were included in the models tested by the government. 

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of 1':15 in 
cars and trucks from model year 1001 and later? 

Mazda vehicles covered by the waiver were designed to use a maximum ofEIO. The direction 
in the owner guides of Mazda vehicles reflects the fact that they were not designed to run on 
E 15. EPA regulations allow manufacturers to deny warranty coverage for vehicles damaged 
due to mis-fueling (based on the owner's manual instructions). We arc encouraging Mazda 
vehicle owners to continue to consult their owners' manuals for information regarding the 
appropriate fuel for their vehicles. 

I!~':J l<v·ne Ct>nler ll11ve hvnc.CA9?f;18·?9;>;• le·cpllonc· ~~4~1 1;?7 1l)CI() 
P(JBo)( 1~734 lrvl~le, CA fl2623~H73-1 r;.1C:S1 fTJI!0 949 727 6~~~~') ln~t:•j"llC\ h!'D ii ... v~.Yi rnattJ.:r..~1l:O""l 



Mazda owner's manuals specify the following: 

"Your vehicle can use only oxygenates that contain no more than 10 percent ethanol 
by volume. Harm to your vehicle may occur when ethanol exceeds this 
recommendation, or if the gasoline contains any methanol. " 

"Vehicle damage and drivability problems resulting from the use of the following may 
not be covered by the Mazda warranty. 

• Gasohol containing more than 10% ethanol. 
• Gasoline or gasohol containing methanol. 
• Leaded fuel or leaded gasohol." 

3. Will ElS affKt the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

Yes. A gallon of ethanol has lower energy content than a gallon of gasoline. Therefore, any 
increase in ethanol content wiJI necessarily degrade fuel economy. 

Thank you for considering our views. If you have any questions about this infonnation, please contact 
Barbara Nocera at bnoccra@mazdausa.com or 202.467.5096. 

Sincerely, 

)r. a·~, ·• 
JamesUullivan 

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 



@ Mercedes-Benz 

June 10, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Dear Congressman Sensenbrenner: 

Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC 

Ernst H. Lieb 
President and CEO 

Thank you for your letter regarding the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) decision 
to approve E 15 for use In cars and trucks of Model Year 2001 or later. I appreciate the 
opportunity to respond to your Inquiry. 

Blofuels play an Important part In strengthening our nation's energy security. But, like 
you, I am concerned over the EPA's decision to grant a waiver for E 15 use In certain 
model year cars and trucks. A premature Introduction of E 15 into the marketplace will 
heighten consumer confusion and undercut studies already underway that aim to 
evaluate the ·effects bf Increased ethanol blends :·oh vehicle parts ·arid systems. 

' ' • • t • • • • • • • • • • • • ' ~ ' • • ) • • • • • •• ·. • • "! • • i . • . ~ • • 

As you·may khow, nu·rnerc)us organizations across the United State~ have· commented on 
the EPA's decision. Aut'Omakers are ·not,.aldne iri voicing their opposition.· Among others, 
the auto industry is joined by organizations representing agriculture, small engine 
man·ufacturers,·and small business owners in uniformly opposing this premature decision 
on ethanol. .· · · · · : 

Throughout Its operations In the U.S., Mercedes-Benz has provided the most advanced 
engine and emission control systems to meet the requirements of the U.S. market. All 
current Mercedes-Benz fleet vehicles and series model lines up to MY 2011 are designed 
and tested for the use of E10. We have relied on this E10 blend wall in our vehicle design, 
and any ethanol blend above E 10, Including E 15, will harm emissions control systems in 
Mercedes-Benz engines, leading to significant problems with ce~tiflcatlon, In-use testing, 
emissions ·perfortnanbe and fuer econ.omy. · :. . . ·. ·. · . · . '. . · · : · · · 

·.·:' .·. 

Mercedes-Benz customers 'who misfuel' With ·E 15' Will force the Company to. face a host of 
product liability actions. Although the ·Mercedes.:Setiz warranty In the owrier•a·maniJal is 
clearly restricted to claims Involving "proper maintenance," It would be Impossible for the 
Company to prove that the vehicle damage is due to··o·ustomer mlsfliellng. . 

. . ' . ~ ' . . . . . ·. 

• ' ~I ·, ·: , '·~:· ·. ' • ':, 

@ Mercedes-Benz - are regislcred trademarks or Daimler AG, S~ultga;t; Ger~1a~y , . 

· '·Mercedes-Benz USA, I.LC 
One Mercedes Drive 
P.O. Box 350 
Montvale, NJ 07645·0350 
Phone (201) 573-0600 
fax (201) 573-0117 . 
1'/I'{I'I.MBUSA.com 



The. deterioration, early wear, and aging process depend on how much and how often 
customers misfuel. Thus, Mercedes-Benz and other manufacturers will be forced Into 
legal actions at a serious disadvantage. 

More Information on the compatibility of higher ethanol blends In vehicles must be 
obtained-we simply need more research on the possible negative effects this could have 
on engines and vehicle components. 

At Mercedes-Benz, consumer satisfaction Is paramount. Anything that might jeopardize 
our customer's perception of quality, performance, and safety of a Mercedes vehicle is of 
deep concern. For this reason, we have steadfastly opposed the EPA's decision to 
increase ethanol blends without full, comprehensive study. I am pleased that auto 
manufacturers have been joined by dozens of other associations and Industries In voicing 
similar objections. 

Congressman, thank you for your leadership on this Issue. Again, thank you for 
contacting me. 

Sincerely, 



NISSAN 

June 17, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice Chairman 

Andrew J. Tavl 
VP legal and Government AHalrs, 
and General Counsel 

· House Committee on Science, Space and Technology 
United States House of Representatives 
2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Dear Vice Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC. 

Corporate Office 
One Nlasan Way 
Franklin, TN 37067 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 685001 
Franklin, TN 37068·5001 

Telephone: 815.725.2252 
Fax: 815.967.3856 

We appreciate r~ceiylng YOL-!r..letter dated June 1, 2011 regarding EPA's two partial waiver decisions that ·; 
permit the sale of 'gasoline containing up to 16 percent ethanol (E15) for 2001 model·year (MY} and newer.· 
passenger cars and light trucks. We believe that Increasing the allowable ethanol content In gasoline by 50 
percent will have unintended consequences for auto manufactures, consumers, fuel suppliers and distributors. 
Nlssan's:prlmary conoern about. these· E15 waiver~ Is the overriding need for consumer safety and satisfaction. 

0
•, ·,,.) o' ! I ,,":- t' • , ,,, -· , '.J.' ,·;·,: 

0
',: , ,.' 1 • •; 1: ,', : 

Specifically, your letter asks for responses to the following three questions. Our responses are provided 
belOW, ' i r. ' • . i . I .. ';' , · ·. ' ; .• ' 

1. Are ·you· confident that .your cars' and trucks from· model year·' 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? · · ·: ··' · • • 
• -.:':.' .• : f ., • ; ~ .. ' .. ' ' :' ,, ' .. • \ '• •• , 

No, we are not at all confident that there Will not be:damage•to MY ·2001 ·and later vehicles 'that.are · 
fueled With E16: ·In ·our\4eW lhe reco'rd falls· to demonstrate··that motor vehicles (other than FFVs) · 
would not be damaged and result In failures when run on E16 . 

. ,. 

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problema stemming from the use of E16 In cars and 
trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

.... ;·. • •·: , ! ' · r : 

N'o: ;Nissan·vehlcles covered by the walve'r were designed to use a maximum of E10. The direction In 
the owner manuals of Nlssan vehicles reflects the facNhat they were; not-designed to·run on·E15. ·EPA 
regulations allow manufactures to deny warranty coverage for vehicles damaged due to mls-fuellng 
{based on the ownerls manual Instructions); We are Mcouraglng Nlssan vehicle owners to continue to 
consult thalr,owner's manulils for Information regardiF'Ig'the appropriate· fuel for the-vehicles. H 

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 
t.' ! ', , i ,t 0 

' : \ I, :;., I •• 'o :, _} . : i' 0 f ·~ , ·1, ' 1,, , ~ '1 . ·,: • ' ; , l 

Yes. A gallon of ethanol has lower energy content than a Qallon of gasoline. Therefore, any Increase 
.· .. , In ethanol content Will necessarny:.degrade fuel.econ~my.•li ,,,. . · · ; : · '·• , .. ,~ ·, ·:· 

., •'j .... , I• •, . j. 

1 This communication may contain Information that Is proprlet,ry,.prlvllege.d, confidential or olherwlse·legally protected lrom disclosure, and Is Intended 
lolely for the Ul' of thE! lnten~ed reclplent(a). If VO'I are.nO! an, ,Intended recipient, o.r a per)lon reaponelble lor delivering lh~ ,trans~~lon to ,an Intended 
recipient, please do not read, prfnt, retain, copy ordlssemlnate this trahsmlsslon In error. Please delete and Immediately notlly the sender of the error • 

. . 
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Thank you for considering our views. If you have any questions about this Information, Please contact Tracy 
Woodard at tracy.woodard@nissan-usa.com or 616-726·2377. 

Sin~~ 

Andrew J. Tavl 
Vice President, Legal and Government Affairs, 
and General Counsel 

CC: The Honorable Ralph Hall 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space and Technology 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology 



TOYOTA 
TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH AMI!RICA, INC. 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

601 THIRTEENTH STREET, NW, SUITE 910 SOUTH, WASHINGTON, DC 20005 

June 13,2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice Chairman 
House Conunittee on Science, Space, and Technology 
Room 2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Vice Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

TEL: (202) 775-1700 

FAX: (202) 822-0928 

I am writing in response to your Jtme I, 2011 letter to James Lentz concerning the 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) approval ofElS for use in 2001 model year and 
later vehicles. 

Toyota strongly supports the development of alternative fuels to help reduce dependence on 
foreign oil and potentially reduce vehicle emissions. However, along with many other 
automobile manufacturers, Toyota is concerned about the EPA waivers approving use of E 1 5 for 
2001 model year and newer vehicles. As you may know, Toyota is a member of the Alliance of 
Automobile Manufacturers and the Association of Global Automakers, and these trade 
associations have joined with the National Marine Manufacturer's Association and the Outdoor 
Power Equipment Industries to challenge EPA's El5 waiver decisions. 

Listed below are the questions fi·om your letter along with Toyota's response: 

1) Are you confident that your cars and trucks ft·om model year 200 I and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of El 5? 

RESPONSE: With the exception of the Flexible Fuel Vehicle (FFV) versions of our 
Tundra and Sequoia (which were designed specifically for the higher ethanol-based fuel), 
all Toyota, Lexus and Scion models on the road today have only been designed for fuels 
with up to 10% ethanol (EIO). Moving from ElO to E15 represents a 50% increase in the 
alcohol content of the fuel compared to what the vehicles were designed to accept. 
Unfo11unately, the data considered in connection with EPA's El5 waivers does not 
adequately determine the effect of this change on Toyota's legacy fleet. Accordingly, 
Toyota catmot t·ecommend the use of fuel with greater than ElO (10% ethanol) for Toyota 
vehicles currently on the road, except for the FFV's. 

2) Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use ofE15 in 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 
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RESPONSE: The vehicle owner's manual for Toyota, Lexus and Scion vehicles clearly 
recommends against using fuels with ethanol content greater than 10%, except for the 
FFV's, which can use fuels up to 85% ethanol. Our policy remains that we will not 
provide warranty coverage for issues arising from the misuse of fuels that exceed 
specified limits. 

3) Will El5 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? 

RESPONSE: Because a gallon of ethanol has lower energy content than a gallon of 
gasoline, higher level ethanol blends will generally re·sult in lower real-world vehicle fuel 
economy. 

Toyota recognizes that ethanol and other renewable fuels will continue to play an important role 
in US energy policy. But, rather than pursue a retrospective solution that carries substantial risks 
for consumers, automakers, equipment makers and fuel providers, we need a m·ospective 
solution that provides adequate lead time for vehicle development, fueling infrastructure 
modifications and misfueling prevention measures. In support ofthis notion, and to avoid a 
continually moving target, Toyota stands ready and willing to develop E20 compatible vehicles 
in the future provided these issues are addressed. 

We welcome the opportunity to work with key stakeholders in Congress, the regulatory agencies, 
the auto industry, the fuel industrY and others to examine a practical pathway forward. Please 
contact me if you have any questions or need any additional information. 

Sincerely, 

:i!t.!L-
Vice President, Government & Industry Affairs 
Toyota Motor Not1h America 



VOLKSWAGEN 
GROUP OF AMERICA 

June 9, 2011 

The Hon01·able F. james Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Vice-Chairman, House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
U.S. House of Rept·esentatives 
2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4905 

Dear Congressman Sensenbrenner, 

Thank you for yout· June 1 letter to Jon Browning inquiring about 
Volkswagen Gt·oup of America's position on EPA's decision to allow E15 
for use in cars and trucks of model year 2001 or later. Mr. Browning is 
out of the country and has asked that I t•espond on his behalf. We 
appreciate your leadership on this issue and support your legislation to 
block the Implementation of this rule. Below please find our r·esponses to 
yout· questions. 

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 
and later will not be damaged by or wear more quickly from use of 
E157 

Volkswagen does not have complete confidence that our vehicles will 
have no problems related to the use of E15. During the development of 
existing products no manufacturer tested for E15, since this fuel was not 
considered as a possible fuel when these vehicles were designed and 
tested. There is ris){ that a population of these existing vehicles could 
expet·ience some type of problem due to E15. 

Volkswagen agrees that the EPA did not conduct an adequate test 
program when E15 was considered and then approved for use in 
conventional vehicles. The auto and petroleum industry, through the CRC 
organization, conducted some limited testing of five vehicle areas where 
It was felt E15 could cause problems with some population of 2001 and 
newer vehicles. These five areas of concern at·e the following: base 
engine dm·ability, catalyst durability, fuel system components, 
evaporative emissions systems and on board diagnostic (OBD) systems. 
The CRC testing indicated that some vehicles may be subject to problems 
related to E15 in the areas mentioned. It is possible that Volkswagen 
vehicles are included in the population of vehicles that could experience 
problems. · 
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2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming 
from the use of E15 in cars and trucks from model year 2001 and 
later? 

No. Our curt·ent wan·anty will not cover problems stemming from the 
use of E15. Our owner's manuals cun·ently recommend the use of ElO 
fuels. We disagree with the EPA decision to allow ElS in 2001 and newer 
vehicles and our advice to our customers is to follow the 
recommendation found in the owner's manual. 

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of you,. engines? 

Yes, E15 will affect fuel economy negatively. Ethanol has less energy 
content than gasoline and a higher percentage of ethanol will result in 
lower fuel economy. Ethanol has highet· octane but there is no assurance 
the Increased ethanol wlll raise the octane of the fuel, since the octane of 
the base gasoline can be lowered If a higher level of ethanol is used. 

In summary, Volkswagen Group of America supports renewable fuels and 
increased use of ethanol, but disagt·ees with the EPA's approach to use a 
higher blend in older vehicles not designed to use this fuel. A more 
sensible approach is to set a highet· level blend in the futut·e with 
adequate lead time for the Industry to design theit· vehicles to the 
prescl'ibed higher blend level. The blend level should be set such that the 
RFS II requirements are fulfilled. The t•esult would be vehicles designed 
for and optimized to a new highet' ethanol fuel. This new fuel should also 
have a new requirement for a highet· octane value that vehicle 
manufacturers can design to in order to optimize C02 emissions. Finally, 
ElO should remain on the market for legacy pt•oduct. 

Again, thank you for recognizing this Issue as problematic fot· 
manufacturers, and ultimately consumers. Please do not hesitate to 
contact our Vice President of Government Relations, Anna Schneide1·, 
with further questions. 

cc: Anna Schneider 



June 23, 2011 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
VIce-Chairman, House Committee on Science, Space and Technology 
United States House of Representatives 
Room 2449 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4905 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner, 

··sUBARU. 
Subaru of America, Inc. 
Subaru Plaza 
PO Boll 6000 
Cherry Hill. NJ 08034·6000 
856·488·8500 
www.subaru.com 

This Is In response to your letter dated June 1, 2011 regarding EPA's partial waiver decisions that 
would allow E 15 gasoline (gasoline containing 15% ethanol) to be sold and used In vehicles 
manufactured from the 2001 and newer model years. We thank you for the opportunity to respond 
to your questions on this topic which would affect our customers, their vehicles and our company. 

With the proposed additional increase In ethanol (up SO% from existing allowable) to 15%, we 
believe that negative consequences will result. Subaru wants to be sure that any change would not 
adversely affect the safetv •. d~iv~bllity and emissions of our vehicles as well as customer's satisfaction. 

The specific questlons·you have asked are repeated below along with our responses .. 

. . 

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be 
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? 

No, we are not confident that our 2001 model year or later vehicles will not be damaged by the use 
of E15 In them. Since no Subaru models were included In the testing that had been conducted to 
support EPA's decision, there Is no evidence that our vehicles would not be damaged or continue to 
be reliable as originally designed. 

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 In 
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later? 

No. Subaru vehicles designed and manufactured In the 2001 or later tlmeframe, were constructed to 
use up to a,tq% ~t~anol mix (E~Q). C~stomers are Instructed tt)at for proper operation of their 
vehicles that no more tnat 10%'ethanol fuel should be used. It Is stated In the owner's manual that 
fuel system damage or drlvablllty problems which result from the use of improper fuel are not 
covered under the Subaru limited warranty. 

3. Will ElS affect the fuel·efficiency of your engines? 

Yes, since the energy content Is less In ethanol, when blended with gasoline the net effect Is a lower 
energy concentrated mixture, so comparatively more fuel would be required for the equivalent 
amount of Work. · : · · ·. · ·. · ·.• · · 
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I hope our responses are helpful. Should you have any further questions, please contact Maurice 
Arcangell at 856-488·3115 inarcangell@subaru.com . 

Sincerely, 

Subaru of America, Inc. 

Thomas J. Doll 
Executive VIce President & COO 
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"V"OL"V"O 
Volvo Car Corporation 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., Vice-Chairman 
House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
Room 2449 
Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4905 

Date Telephone indialling Telefax Our reference 

2011-06-02 

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner: 

In response to your letter of June 1, 2011 regarding possible concerns of Volvo Car 
Corporation (VCC) and other constituents about EPA's recent approval of a blend of 15 
percent ethanol (El5) for use in cars and trucks of Model Year 2001 or later, Volvo would 
like to offer the following answers to the questions posed in your letter. 

1. Damage or wear from the use of El5 in model year 2001 and later Volvo vehicles: 
Volvo would expect accelerated engine wear and reduced durability over the lifetime 
of any vehicle engine subjected to El5 use. Field studies done at markets with rising 
blends above ElO has shown signs of premature ageing of rubber components in the 
fuel distribution system, which poses an increased risk regarding evaporative 
emissions. Volvo vehicles currently meet evaporative and exhaust emission 
performance and durability requirements using fuel containing not more than 10 
percent ethanol (ElO). While wear and tear at the federal useful life standard of 10 
years/120,000 miles would already be concerning, California's Zero Emission Vehicle 
useful life standard of 15 years/150,000 miles would pose an even greater concern. 

Volvo currently markets modified variants that can handle higher levels of ethanol 
than EIO in some markets 
-Volvo has not currently scheduled to include variants in the U.S. market that can 
cope with higher ethanol concentrations than 10% 
-We can not modify already produced cars to minimize the risk of the described 
customer and environmental problems. 

2. Warranty coverage of potential problems stemming from the use of El5: Volvo 
owner's manual specifies a maximum 10 percent allowable ethanol content. The 
owner's manual also stresses the importance of proper vehicle care and maintenance, 
including the use of approved fuels, fluids, and lubricants. 

Volvo Car Corporation 
SE·405 31 GOteborg 
Sweden 

Telephone 
+46 31 59 00 00 

Registration No. 
556074-3089 

Reg laterad OffIce 
GOteborg. Sweden 
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Volvo Car Corporation 

Volvo's warranty, spelled out in a Warranty and Maintenance Records Information 
booklet, reserves the right to deny warranty coverage for damage caused by or under 
limited but specific circumstances, which expressly include: 

"The use of fuel and/or oil, or other fluids which do not meet the Volvo-approved 
standards as set forth in the Owner's Manual, Volvo Service Literature or [in this] 
booklet." 

However, it must also be understood that federal law puts the burden on the 
manufacturer to prove cause of emission failure. Therefore, any manufacturer would 
be prevented from arbitrarily assigning blame to the use of E15; such a determination 
must be supported by evidence. That kind of evidence can be elusive, given the 
uncertainty of histories of use of most motor vehicles. 

3. El5's effect on vehicle fuel consumption: Ethanol contains less energy than gasoline. 
EIO already causes an increase in fuel consumption over unblended fuel. Volvo 
estimates that an increase in ethanol to 15 percent will degrade fuel economy and 
increase fuel consumption by a further 2.5 percent. 

4. El5. an envirionmental aspect 

Bringing a higher content of ethanol in the existing fuel market can be an opportunity 
to introduce alternative fuels. If focusing on the environmental aspect, the introduction 
of alternative fuels is in general a multistep process, the impact on the source of fuel 
and how it used. 
Important environmental benefit is a reduction of the use of fossil fuels and replacing it 
with renewable fuel. In other words, it affects the C02 balance positively. 
The low-blend of ethanol, EIO and El5, causes fuel consumption to increase as 
described in paragraph 3 but C02 emissions are expected to be unchanged or better 
when used. According to Volvo's calculations, C02 emissions from EI5 will be 
roughly equivalent to EIO. 

In this case, where the E15 is made available for all passenger car types from MY2001 
designed to EIO but not EI5, arises an environmental dilemma. The benefits when you 
utilize ElO to El5 to reduce C02 the effect does not occur, it remains unchanged. 
As described in paragraph 1, it is Volvo's engineering assessment that there is a 
likelihood of accelerated engine wear and rubber fuel system components are most 
likely to age prematurely, thus, adding an emission risk with respect to evaporative 
emissions. 

Volvo's summation leads to the conclusion that by introducing the El5 for variants that 
are designed to ElO, will add to the risk associated with respect to emissions while there is 
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Volvo Car Corporation 

a no significant improvement in C02 when using E15 instead of ElO. Thus arise the 
conclusion that the risks related to emissions are greater than the benefits in terms of C02 
when using low-blend E15 for variants that are designed to ElO. Thank you for 
considering our views. If you have any questions about the information, please contact 
Katherine Yehl at kyehl@volvocars.com or (202) 412-5935. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Doug Speck 
President and CEO 
Volvo Cars of North America, LLC 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Gary Peters 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Peters: 

FEB -6 20t2 

OFFICE OF 
AIR AND RADIATION 

Thank you for your November 17, 20 II, letter co-signed by 32 of your colleagues, to Administrator 
Lisa P. Jackson concerning registration of gasoline containing 15 volume percent ethanol (E 15). You 
urge the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to delay registration ofE15 until further testing is done 
on the impact of E 15 on vehicles and misfueling concerns are further addressed. The Administrator 
asked me to respond to your letter on her behalf. 

The Clean Air Act section 211 (b) requires every manufacturer of a fuel (or fuel additive) designated by 
the EPA to register the fuel with the EPA before introducing it into commerce. That section and the 
regulations implementing it spell out the requirements for registering fuels, and those requirements 
entail submission of information about the manufacturer, the fuel, and the fuel's emission products and 
potential health and environmental impacts. Section 211 (b) also directs the EPA to register the fuel 
when those requirements have been fulfilled ("[u]pon compliance with the provision of this subsection, . 
. . the Administrator shall register such fuel or fuel additive."). To the extent the required information or 
other data indicate the fuel may harm public health or the environment, the EPA may take action to 
regulate the fuel under section 211 (c) of the Act. 

The EPA has designated gasoline and diesel fuel (and fuel additives) for registration under section 
211 (b). Gasoline includes gasoline-ethanol blends such as E 10 and E 15. In its regulations, the EPA has 
specified the manufacturer, fuel, emission products and impacts information that must be submitted to 
register the fuel. A manufacturer seeking to register a fuel submits an application with the specified 
information, and the EPA approves the application if it determines that the application is complete and 
satisfies all the requirements ofthe registration regulations. 

The reasons you give in your letter for delaying the registration of E 15 do not relate to registering a fuel 
in accordance with the Clean Air Act, but instead relate to EPA's decision to grant partial waivers 
allowing E 15 to be introduced into commerce for use in model year (MY) 2001 and newer light-duty 
motor vehicles (i.e., cars and all but the heaviest vans, SUVs and pick-up trucks). A waiver may be 
granted under the Clean Air Act if a demonstration is made that the new fuel (or fuel additive) will not 
cause or contribute to the failure of vehicles or engines to meet applicable emission standards over their 
useful lives. 

Internet Address (URL) e http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable e Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



-----------------------

Based on the extensive test data available and EPA's engineering analysis, and after careful 
consideration of numerous public comments, the Agency concluded that E 15 meets the statutory 
criterion for a waiver with respect to MY 2001 and newer light-duty motor vehicles. In reaching its 
conclusion, the EPA considered the issues you raise in your letter to the extent they are relevant to the 
statutory criterion for making waiver determinations. Vehicle and engine manufacturer warranties, for 
example, are not determinative of whether a fuel meets the statutory criterion for a waiver. Of central 
relevance are results of test programs that are well designed to determine the impact ofE15 on vehicle 
and engine emissions. The EPA carefully considered all available test data and ongoing test programs, 
including those of the Coordinating Research Council (CRC). While CRC programs have yielded much 
useful information, the particular test program you mention has several design flaws, including no 
testing on baseline fuel or E 15, and use of an "aggressive" form of ethanol not allowed under existing 
fuel regulations. Those design flaws prevent the test results from answering the specific questions 
relevant to waiver determinations. 

In your letter you express particular concern about the potential impacts of E 15 on marine engines. 
Based on our engineering assessment that marine and other nonroad engines, vehicles and equipment 
(nonroad products) are generally equipped with less sophisticated emission controls that may not 
accommodate El5, the EPA denied the waiver for all of those nonroad products, as well as for all 
motorcycles and heavy-duty gasoline-fueled engines and vehicles. EPA's assessment was confirmed for 
marine engines by the recent report you cite from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory. 

You recognize in your letter that the EPA denied the waiver for marine engines and the other types of 
vehicles and engines listed above. You express concern, however, that E 15 may crowd out other fuels in 
the marketplace, which might make misfueling unavoidable. The EI5 waivers include conditions that 
require E 15 producers to implement misfueling mitigation measures, and a final rule that the EPA issued 
in June requires that E15 producers and marketers take several specific steps, including fuel pump 
labeling, to help minimize the potential for misfueling. We based the misfueling mitigation requirements 
on similar requirements that proved successful in transitioning the marketplace to ultra-low sulfur diesel 
fuel. 

As we stated in the final misfueling mitigation rule and in congressional testimony, we are committed to 
working with stakeholders to monitor the entry ofE15 into the marketplace and the effectiveness of the 
misfueling mitigation program so that we may address any issues that arise on a timely basis. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call 
Diann Frantz in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668. 

arthy 
Assistant Administrator 


